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Current Topics. 


THE IMPORTANT announcement relative to the School of Law 
made by the President of the Law Society at the meeting last 
week will be received with general satisfaction. He stated that 
the special committee appointed by the Inns of Court and the 
Law Society to consider the matter had approved of the scheme 
brought before them by the Attorney-General, and had prepared 
the draft petition for the charter, the draft charter, and the 
draft minutes of the order for disposing of the funds in court ; 
and, further, that these drafts had been approved by the Council 
of the Law Society, who had authorized the seal of the society 
to be affixed to them. There was ground for hoping that the 
Inns of Court would follow suit, and that the School of Law 
would be constituted during the coming year. Everyone will 
hope that this forecast may be correct. 





In THE casE of Irvine v. Tonnies, which was before Mr. Justice 
KeExewicH last week, on a motion to vary the minutes, his 
lordship made some observations as to the admissibility of 
letters in evidence and as to parties assisting in drawing up the 
minutes of the order.* One ground for applying to vary was 
that, on drawing up the minutes of the order, certain letters had 
been objected to, although they had been read in court, and 
consequently the registrar had not mentioned them in the 
minutes. The learned judge said that when letters had been 
read in court, and had not been objected to, they at once 
became evidence, and that they could not afterwards be 
objected to; and, further, that it was the duty of parties to 
assist in the drawing up of the minutes so as to give effect to 
the judges’ decisions, and not to try to raise difficulties. 





THe GoveRNMENT Wireless Telegraphy Bill is a measure of 
considerable importance. A prefatory memorandum describes 
the object of the measure to be “to give the Government con- 
trol over wireless telegraphy, in order to preclude its improper 
use in time of war or in any other national emergency, and to 
regulate the working of different stations in such a manner as 
to secure the greatest efficiency of communication between all 
stations.”” The establishment or working of wireless telegraphy 
is to be declared illegal without the sanction of a “licence 
granted in that behalf by the Postmaster-General, with the con- 
sent of the Admiralty, the Army Oouncil, and the Board of 
Trade.” Justices of the peace are to be empowered to grant 
search warrants for the detection of any infringement of the 
Act, and there will be an incorporation of sections 684-6 and 
693 of the Merchant Shipping Act, 1894, in relation to the 
jurisdiction of justices and the recovery of fines. 





Tose wHo have recently read in the bankruptcy reports of 
the manner in which an enormous fortune has in the course of 
a few years been dissipated, may perhaps consider that the 
French law with regard to spendthrifts is an instance of how 
they manage things better in France. By section 513 of the 

e Napoleon an injunction may be granted restraining a 
spendthrift from contracting loans, from wg § or mortgagin 
his property, or from carrying on business without the contro 
of guardians appointed by the court. The First Tribunal of 
the Seine has just had before it the case of a young man of 
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twenty-five, who served as attaché in the Transvaal war, and 
who married about eighteen months ago. The mother of this 
young man asked that an official guardian might be assigned 
to him on the ground that, although his income was not more 
than 40,000 francs a year, he had since his marriage spent 
280,000 francs. He had ordered 200 walking canes from one 
of the leading specialists, and had committed other acts of 
extravagance. One argument in favour of the French law is 
that by tying the hands of the spendthrift you not only protect 
him against himself, but you diminish the profits of those who 
assist him in his reckless profusion. 


WE nave of late heard many complaints with regard to the 
time occupied in the trial of cases in the English courts. It may 
he useful to contrast the duration of even the most remarkable 
of English trials with that of one just terminated in Italy. 
Three persons named Patizzoto, Fontana, and Trapani were 
accused of complicity in the murder of Signor NoTaBarToo, a 
director of the Sicilian Bank in Palermo. This murder occurred 
more than eleven years ago. After a three months’ tri:i in 
Milan, which proved abortive, there was a second trial in 
Bologna which lasted ten months. In this trial the prisoners 
were found guilty and sentenced, but upon appeal to the Court 
of Cassation at Rome, the conviction was quashed and a third 
trial ordered, which took place at Florence, and lasting, like the 
second trial, ten months, has just ended in the acquittal of the 
defendants. At the trial in Bologna 503 witnesses were 
examined, while at the third trial the number was reduced to 
291. In spite of this reduction in thé number of witnesses, the 
third trial lasted as long as the second, and a reason for this 
may be found in the fact that the speeches of the advocates 
occupied seventy-six sittings of the court. The expense of the 
proceedings is said to have been enormous, The summing up by 
the President of the Court, which was in writing, was found to 
be rather tedious, and satisfaction is expressed that under the 
new Code of Procedure the duty of summing up the case will no 
longer be imposed upon the court. 





A question has recently arisen as to the nature of the 
territorial rights of the English Government in the Ceylon 
Pearl Fisheries. The ancient fisheries of Ceylon are situated in 
the Gulf of Manaar, the fishery limits lying from six to eight 
miles off the western shore of Ceylon, a little to the south of 
the island of Manaar. The fisheries are a monopoly under the 
supervision of the Government and are only allowed at irregular 
intervals. Conceding that these fisheries would be part of the 
territory of Ceylon if they were within three miles of the coast, 
the question arises how can an exclusive right of fishing be 
acquired in water which is beyond that limit? The answer is 
that the existence of such a right must, generally speaking, be 
determined by proof of effective possession or by specific treaties 
with foreign nations. But it must be added that gulfs and arms 
of the sea have always been an exception to the general rule that 
the sea cannot be subject to appropriation. The Bay of Cancale, 
the entrance to which is seventeen miles wide, is regarded as 
French, the cultivation of the beds by the local French fishermen 
being regarded as evidence of territorial right. It is clear, 
therefore, thatthe statement that thesea isnot physically susceptible 
of allotment or appropriation is subject to some qualification. The 
reason for fixing three miles as the limit to which territorial waters 
extend was that it was believed to be ‘the greatest distance 
that cannon shot could ever be made to reach.” This distance has 
now been largely exceeded, and it is probable that with the 
advance of science it may be possible for a nation to exercise 
acts of ownership over the sea adjacent to its coasts in such a 
manner as to require an extension of its froutier to a greater 
distance than is now authorized by international law. 


AT THE TRIAL during the sessions of the Central Criminal 
Court of « man charged with the felonious possession of certain 
moulds and a battery fur coining, the police produced a copy of 
one of the cheaper morning papers containing an article on the 
subject of coining, and proved that the prisoner when arrested 


had stated that he had been simply following the instructions in | 





the article. The article itself purported to be written by “Ong 
who has done time.” The jury, who found the prisoner 
commented upon the mischievous nature of such writings, and the 
Common Serjeant, before whom the case was tried, said that the 
writer might possibly find himself within the criminal lay, 
Stories which relate to crimes, and to the escape of the criminals 
from punishment, are much read by the poorer classes of the 
community, and there is abundant evidence that the study of 
these works has often led young persons into transgressions of 
the law. But it could scarcely be suggested that the authors of 
these works could be proceeded against in a criminal court a 
having aided and abetted in the commission of felonies. The 
late Mr. Harrison AinswortH, who had a successful literary 
career, and was regarded with respect by his contemporaries, was 
the author of more than one work which was the subject of 
criticism quite as severe as that pronounced by the Common 
Serjeant. We have never heard that any Bill has been intr. 
duced into Parliament for the purpose of controlling the circulation 
of such writings, and we are disposed to think that the evil is 
beyond the reach of the law and can only be affected by public 
opinion. 





Mr. Justice Buckixy, on the 20th inst., gave his judgment 
in Palmer v. Parker, an action for a nuisance by noise, the 
details of which will be read with sympathetic interest by many 
residents in London. The plaintiff occupied a house in the 
West End, and the defendant’s stables were next to the back 
wall of the plaintiff's house. The plaintiff, an elderly lady, 
stated that she was unable to sleep at night owing to the noise 
caused by horses in these stables, who kicked, pawed the 
ground, and generally speaking behaved in the manner usual 
with horses in such circumstances. The case of the 
plaintiff was supported by the testimony of her physician, of 
her surveyor, of her maid, and that of one of her neighbours. 
For the defence the learned judge was told that the horses were 
quiet animals, that there were no signs in the stables to shew that 
they kicked inordinately, that the groom and a workman were 
able to sleep over the stables, and that no proceedings had 
been taken by other persons whose houses were in a similar 
situation to that of the plaintiff. We have the strongest 
sympathy with the cause of action, and we think that every 
Londoner who has tried to sleep on a summer’s night ina 
room adjacent to a mews will share this sympathy. But houses 
with stabling are so numerous in London, and the ways 
of horses are so much alike, that we should have had little hope 
for the success of the action. The learned judge, however, 
came to thé conclusivn that the plaintiff had made out her case, 
and was entitled to an injunction restraining the defendant from 
using the stables so as to be a nuisance to the plaintiff. He laid 
great stress on the acts of some of the witnesses: the plaintiff's 
maid having been forced to leave her room and pass the night 
upon a sofa, and one of the neighbours having been obliged, as 
he stated, to put up a partition and fill it with sawdust. It 
appeared, upon a full consideration of the evidence, that there 
was a serious disturbance by noise in the defendant’s stables. 
The learned judge suggested that the case should be referred to 
some competent person to see what could be done in the matter. 
We think that some general regulation might possibly be 
framed by the county or borough councils to meet these cases. 


Tue House of Lords (Zimes, 2nd inst) have affirmed without 
hesitation the decision of the Court of Appeal, affirming 
Farwewt, J., in Re Yorkshire Woolcombers’ Association (1903, 
2 Ch. 284) on the effect of the requirement of registration of 4 
floating charge under section 14 (1) of the Companies Act, 1900. 
Among the four classes of securities which are specified as being 
void against the liquidator and creditors unless duly registered, the 
section enumerates ‘‘(d) Any floating charge on the undertaking 
or property of the company.” In general a floating charge ® 
constituted by debentures, and it covers the whole of the property 
of the company. According to the statement by Lord Mac 
NAGHTEN in Government Stock, §c., Investment Co. v. Manila Railway 
Co. (1897, A. C. 87), “ a floating security is an equitable charge 
the assets for the time being of ajoint concern. It attaches to the 
subject charged in the varying condition in which it happens t 
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———— 
from time to time. It is of the essence of such a charge that it 
remains dormant until the undertaking charged ceases to be a 

ing concern, or until the person in whose favour the charge 
js created intervenes.” In the present case Lord MaonacuTEn 
has disclaimed any intention that these words should rank as 
a definition of “‘ floating security.” They were merely a description 
distinguishing that from a specific mortgage of definite ascertained 

perty. They did not, therefore, forbid the existence of a 
Poeting charge in the present case although the security was on 
only a part of the assets of the company. All the present and 
future book debts of the company had been assigned to a 
trustee, subject to redemption, in trust for the protection of 
certain persons who had guaranteed the company’s bank over- 
draft. The trustee was to give notice of the assignment to the 
debtors when required to do so by the guarantors, but meanwhile 
he was not to be answerable for any loss occasioned by delay 
in giving notice. The form of this security left it a matter of 
considerable doubt whether it was a specific charge so as not to 

uire registration under section 14, or whether it was a 
“floating charge.” The scheme of the security seems, 
however, to have been that it should not be put into 
immediate operation, but that, for the time being, the company 
should be at liberty to receive the debts. In other words, 
the security was not to fasten upon any particular debts until the 
guarantors chose to intervene. This is equivalent to saying that 
the security was a floating charge. It is, observed the Lord 
Chancellor, the essential characteristic of such a security that it 
should in fact float and not be put into immediate operation, and 
carry with it not only existing debts—without prejudice to their 
being from time to time extinguished—but also future debts 
which should take their place. The security fell, therefore, within 
the vane of the section, and, since it had not been registered, 
it was void. 





Tux casE of the Attorney-General v. The Wimbledon House Estate 
Co. (Limited) (1904, 2 Ch. 34) turned principally on the construc- 
tion of section 3 of the Public Health (Buildings in Streets) Act, 
1888, wnich provides that “it shall not be lawful in any urban 


district, without the written consent of the urban authority, to 
erect or bring forward any house or building in any street, or any 
part of such house or building, beyond the front main wall of the 

ouse or building on either side thereof in the same street, nor to 
build any addition to any house or building on either side of the 


same. Any person offending against this enactment shall be 
liable to a penalty not exceeding forty shillings for every day 
during which the offence is continued after written notice in 
this behalf from the urban authority.” But several points were 
taken, founded on the conduct of the parties to the litigation, 
which made it important to carefully consider the object with 
which the section was enacted. The Legislature, acting in the 
interests of ey health, and in order to preserve uniformity 
in the width of public streets, places certain restrictions upon 
the construction of buildings in streets and leaves these 
restrictions to be enforced by the urban authority. 
The facts of the particular case were that the defendants 
were an estate company proposing to erect houses in 
the urban district of Wimbledon, and had deposited 
with the urban council the plans and sections of a 
private residence with a billiard-room which they proposed to 
erect. They appear to have commenced building before these 
= were approved, and the walls of the billiard-room were up 
ve feet above ground before they were informed by the assistant 
architect of the council that it projected six feet beyond the 
building line. On the 18th of November the council served on 
the company formal notice of objection under the section. At 
this date the walls of the billiard-room were up to their full 
height, and the rafters for the roof were in place. A summons 
Was afterwards issued by the council, and upon the hearing the 
rr ad were convicted and fined £20 with costs, which were 
paid, No alteration having been made in the billiard-room, an 
action was brought in the Chancery Division by the Attorney- 
General, at the relation of the council, for a mandatory injunc- 
tion to compel the company to pull down so much of the building 
a8 proj beyond the building line. The objections taken 
by the defendants to the action were, first, that the statutory 
temedy was exclusive. This objection could hardly be pressed, 


for the tendency of modern decisions is to draw a distinction 
between cases which affect the rights of the public at large and 
those which partake of the nature of private legislation, and 
to assume in the first class of cases that the Legislature did not 
mean that there should be one remedy only—namely, the 
statutory remedy. The second objection was rather a curious 
one—namely, that the conviction by the magistrates was a final 
adjudication between the parties, and that the plaintiffs could 
not afterwards sue for an injunction. We should hardly expect 
such a point to be taken in a court more familiar with pro- 
ceedings before magistrates. The offence was clearly a 
continuing one, and there was nothing tc prevent fresh 
summonses from being taken out in respect of it. The penalty 
is measured by the continuance of the pando The istrates 
had no jurisdiction to impose a penalty once for all. The third 
objection, that the council had been guilty of laches, was answered 
by the fact that the defendants had continued to build at their 
own risk. The judgment of Farwet, J., granting the 
injunction, followed as a matter of course. 





SzvERAL MEN have been recently convicted of bigamy at the 
assizes. In each case the offence was committed under aggra- 
vated circumstances, the unfortunate women who were induced 
to contract what turned out to be an invalid marriage having 
been grossly deceived, so that the offence was, in the words of a 
deceased judge, ‘‘a kind of rape.” The punishment to which 
the prisoners were sentenced was severe, but the injury done 
by the criminal is beyond reparation. In the effort to ascertain 
whether any means could be devised for the prevention or 
diminution of the number of such offences, we have examined 
the regulations in other countries with regard to the preliminaries 
of marriage. There does not seem to be adequate provision 
in England for the posting up of notices of an intended 
marriage. In France full notices of every intended marriage 
are required to be published upon the door of the town 
hall, and if one of the parties has changed his or 
her residence within the last six months, the notices must also 
be published in the district where they formerly resided. In 
Germany full particulars of an intended marriage are inserted in 
the newspapers. The introduction of similar formalities in this 
country would, as far as we can see, produce no material incon- 
venience, and might in many cases prevent persons who are 
under a legal disability from going through the form of a 
marriage. 





Tue pecision of the Court of Appeal in the recent case of 
Millett v. Ballard upholds the absolute right of appeal from the 
county court to the High Court in actions for the recovery of 
land the title to which is disputed, while, on the other hand, 
fully admitting that, so far as regards actions by landlords 
against tenants for the recovery of small tenements, no appeal 
lies without leave of the county court judge, save where the 
yearly rent or value of such tenements exceeds £20. The dis- 
tinction, for purposes of appeal, between these two classes of 
actions is fully recognized by section 120 of the County Courts 
Act, 1888, though, in the case of the Earl of Shrewsbury v. 
Garfield (60 L. J. Q. B. 765), which must now, however, be 
regarded as overruled, it was held by the Divisional Court 
that no appeal lies to the High Court, without leave, from the 
decision of a judge of a county court in actions for the recovery 
of tenements, whether the ies be landlord and tenant or 
otherwise, or whether the title of such premises be in question 
or not, where the yearly rent or value thereof does not exceed 
£20. 





THE METROPOLITAN police magistrates have frequently to deal 
with questions respecting the - agg ee of property from dis- 
tress, and in a case before Mr. Horace Sirs last week, it 
appeared that a ladies’ costume having been sent to a house in 
King’s-road, Chelsea, to be cleaned, had been seized, with other 
goods, by the landlord under a distress for rent. It was urged 
that it came within the privilege of ‘‘ things delivered to a person 
exercising a public trade, to be carried, wrought, worked up, or 
managed in the way of his trade or employ.” We are rather 





surprised to read that the magistrate thought the law was 












TES See 
LN DEW ten Po eke 


oes CTE ETS PER SIO 
—_ Se ts at 
i a Bh RL a 








THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 


July 30, 1904, 





652 





involved in some obscurity, though he ultimately decided that, 
the article having been sent to the house for a particular purpose, 
was not subject to distress, The privilege, of which examples 
can be found as far back as the reign of Queen Ex1zaBErTH, had its 
origin in the interests of trade and commerce, which could not be 
carried on if such things under these circumstances could be 
distrained from the person in whose custody they are. 








The Right of Search. 


TxE interference with neutral commerce, which is now occurring 
as an,incident of the war between Russia and Japan, revives the 
consideration of questions of maritime law of which very little 
has been heard of recent years. But in the eighteenth century, 
when this country was engaged almost continuously in war, and 
was establishing her maritime supremacy, the right of search 
and the extent to which goods found in neutral ships could be 
seized, were very burning questions. As might be expected, it 
was Great Brit»in which then sought to place a wide construction 
upon belligerent rights, while Russia was foremost on the opposite 
side. The actual right of search by a belligerent public shipof war 
seems, indeed, to have been universally accepted. We quoted 
recently (ante, -p. 634) the judgment of Lord Srowett on this 
point in The Maria (1 C. Rob., p. 360), where he described the 
right of visiting and searching merchant ships upon the high 
seas ‘‘as an incontestable right of the lawfully commissioned 
cruisers of a belligerent nation,” and he added: ‘All writers 
upon the law of nations unanimously acknowledge it, without the 
exception even of Husnezr himself, the great champion of neutral 
privileges. In short, no man in the least degree conversant in 
subjects of this kind has ever, that I know of, breathed a doubt 
upon it.” Equally emphatic are the opinions of American jurists. 
MarsHatt, C.J., in the case of Zhe Anna Maria, said that “the 
right to visit and detain for search is a belligerent right which 
cannot be drawn in question,” and Chancellor Kent spoke of 
the belligerent right of visitation and search as ‘‘ incontrover- 
tible” (Halleck’s International Law, 3rd ed., p. 256). 

In the eighteenth century Great Britain’s exercise of the right 
of search was associated with her claim to confiscate enemy’s 
goods found in neutral ships. By international law as ther 
understood, and it would seem by international law now save 
where altered by treaty, this claim was clearly right. At one 
time, indeed, the French and Spanish doctrine went further, and 
the confiscation was extended to the neutral vessel herself as well as 
to the enemy’s goods found in her. But although this extension 
was abandoned, belligerent powers insisted on the right of seizing 
enemy’s goods, while neutral powers sought to annulit. ‘The 
importance,” says Lzcxy (England in the Eighteenth Century, 
vol. 4, p. 157), “to any great naval power of stopping the 
commerce of its enemy, and preventing the influx of indispens- 
able stores into its ports, was so manifest that it is not surprising 
that it should have been insisted on; and it is equally natural 
that neutral powers which had little or no prospect of obtaining 
any naval ascendancy should have disliked it, and should have 
greatly coveted the opportunity which a war might give them of 
carrying on in their own ships the trade of a belligerent.’’ Hence 
when England was at war with Spain in 1780 Russia placed 
herself at the head of the Armed Neutrality for the purpose of 
asserting the maxim “‘ free ships, free goods.”” The members of 
the league, however, only maintained this principle so long as 
they were interested in it as neutrals. On becoming belligerents 
they abandoned it, and it was not actually established until it 
was incorporated in the Declaration of Paris in 1856 under the 
rule: ‘The neutral flag covers enemy’s goods with the excep- 
tion of contraband of war.” It is this exception, of course, that 
gives importance to the right of search at the present time. 

At the period to which we have already referred neutral 


serious danger to our relations with Russia. 
stantly occurred in previous wars, and they can be adequately 
dealt with by the regular courts and the usual diplomat 
channels. No real questions of difference between the two 
countries are, so far as can be at present foreseen, likely # 
arise. 


the merchantmen had instructions from their Government 4 
resist search, and, on the Swedish officer in command refngj 
to allow search, the British squadron captured most of thy 
Swedish vessels, and they were brought in for adjudication, 7, 
Maria was one of them, and hence Lord Stow=xt had to congidg 
whether the interposition of the Swedish man-of-war justified th, 
refusal of the right of search. He held that it did not, and aftp 
laying down as a first principle the proposition already referre 
to, that the right of search is incontestable, he enunciated g 
the second principle “ that the authority of the Sovereign of th 
neutral country being interposed in any manner of mere fong 
cannot legally vary the rights of a lawfully commissioned belli. 
gerent cruiser.” Hence Zhe Maria by illegally resisting seam) 
had become liable to confiscation, and by the judgment of Lon 
Srowett she was condemned. Asa result of this denial of th 
right of convoy, the second Armed Neutrality was formed by th 
Northern powers in 1800, one of its principles being that thy 
declaration of the officer commanding a ship in charge of 4 con. 
voy of merchantmen, that the latter had no contraband on board, 
is final and excludes search. Since that date Great Britain ha 
always refused to abandon the practice of searching ships unde 
convoy, but numerous treaties have been made between other 
countries providing that the declaration of a convoying officer 
exempts the vessels under convoy from search (see Risley’s Lay 
of War, p. 277). } 

It is abundantly clear that this country cannot object to the 
right of search in principle, and every neutral merchantman must 
submit to the exercise of this right. She is bound to stop at the 
signal of a belligerent public ship of war, the usual signal being 
the firing of a gun, known as the semonce or affirming gun 
Formerly privateers could search, but privateering is now, a 
regards most countries, including Russia, abolished. And if 
she does not submit to search she puts herself in the wrong and 
is liable, as was held in The Maria (supra), to confiscation. Bat 
the right, while it must be admitted, is of course to be exercised 
in a regular manner. ‘The right is limited to such acts as am 
necessary to a thorough examination into the real character of 
the vessel, the cargo and voyage, and all acts that transcend the 
limits of this necessity are unlawful” (Halleck, vol. 2 
p- 258). Moreover, when the search shews that the cargo 
or some part of it is of a suspicious character, the captor 
is not himself entitled to adjudicate on the matter. He must 
bring the ship to the nearest convenient port of his own country 
to be adjudicated upon by a prize court, and if he destroys her 
he is liable for the damage done. This was laid dowa distinctly 
in The Felicity (2 Dods. Ad., p. 384). “Ifa neutral ship,” said 
Lord Stowe, ‘is destroyed by a captor, either wantonly or 
under an alleged necessity, in which she herself was not directly 
involved, the captor or his Government is answerable for the 
spoliation.” And subsequently, at p. 386: “The act od 
destruction cannot be justified to the neutral owner by the 
gravest importance of such an act to the public service of the 
captor’s own state; to the neutral it can only be justified under any 
such circumstances by a full restitution in value.”’ This judgment 
appears to cover the case of the alleged destruction of the 
Knight Commander, and the development of affairs in cot 
nection with that incident will be watched with interest. Itis 
unnecessary, however, to regard any of these matters as involving 
They have com 








Mr. Justice Bray, on his return from circuit, took his seat on Saturday 


for the first time in London since his elevation to the bench. 


On the 22nd inst. the Royal Assent was given to eighty-nine Bills, 


nations attempted to exempt their merchant vessels from the including the Hall Marking of Foreign Plate Bill and the City of Londa 
annoyance of search by placing them under the protection | (Central Criminal Court House) Bill. The remaining Bills were 
of a man-of-war, but the efficacy of this “ right of convoy,” as | 848, water, and railway Bills, or provisional order Bills. 


it was called, was denied by Great Britain, and it was the point 
at issue in the case of The Maria (supra). In January, 1798, 
when this country was at war with France, a British squadron 


Lord Alverstone, who is now on the Midland Circuit, has, says the Glob, 


shewn that the work of the assizes som-times leaves a judge with leisue 
which he can turn to profitable account. 1 ciel 
business at Nottingham earlier than was expected, he paid a surprise af 


Having coucluded the 





met in the Chonnel a Swedish frigate having a number of to the Royal Courts of Justice last Thursday, and tried a number 


Swedish merchantmen under her convoy. Both the frigate and 





common jury cases transferred from Mr, Justice Ridley’s list. 
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The Effect of a Notice to Treat. 


sopemEnT of the House of Lords in Mercer v. Liverpool, §c., 
y Co. (Times, 16th inst ), which we shortly noticed last week 
gs, p. 635), is of great importance with reference to claims 
inst railway companies and other public bodies for compensa- 
tion in respect of lands damaged by the execution of works and 
it will repay more minute consideration. It has been for a long 
time a settled rule that a notice to treat for land prevents the 
owner of the land from thereafter creating fresh interests which 
may become the subject of compensation. The notice to treat 
does not in itself create a contract for the sale and purchase of 
the land, but it is the first - towards such a contract, and the 
contract is deemed to be complete so soon as the compensation 
has been determined in one of the methods provided by the 
Lands Clauses Act, 1845. ‘‘ When,” said Lord Haruertey, C.., 
in Harding v. Metropolitan Railway Co. (20 W. R. 321, L. R. 7 
Oh., p. 158), “‘ the price is ascertained, you have then all the 
dements of a complete agreement, and in truth it 
becomes a bargain made under legislative enactment between 
the railway company and those over whom they were authorized 
to exercise their power.” And between the notice to treat and 
the fixing of the compensation, although no complete contract is 
in existence, yet the company cannot go back from the notice, 
and, unless the landowner consents to its withdrawal, the making 
of the contract inevitably follows. Hence the land is really 
bound as from the service of the notice, and the landowner is not 
allowed after that date to alter his position. “Any interest 
subsequently acquired by or from the person on whom the 
notice to treat has been served is not a subject for compensa- 
tion”: per Matuew, J., in Wilkins v. Mayor of Birmingham (32 
W. RB. 118, 25 Ch. D., p. 80). 

All this is clear with regard to the land which is actually 
comprised in the notice to treat, but the owner may have other 
land adjacent which is not included in the notice. Is he equally 
debarred from creating in respect of such other land interests 
which may become the subject of compensation if the land 
happens to be injured by the execution of the works? This is 
the question which arose in Mercer v. Liverpool, §c., Railway Co., 
and it was in the first instance answered by Lord ALvERsTong, 
OJ. (50 W. R. 155; 1901, 2 K. B. 753), in the negative. 
“Between the time,” he said, “ when the notice to treat is given 
and the damages are actually assessed, a landowner may, as far 
aI know, deal with his adjoining lands. There is no statute 
or principle to restrain him from so doing, and when the amount 
to be paid is ascertained, whether by agreement or judicial 
proceed edings, the real nature of the injury by severance or 
injurious affection has to be considered.” But in the 
Court of Appeal (51 W. R. 308; 1903, 1 K. B. 652) 
it was held that the landowner’s rights in respect of his 
adjoining land do not depend upon the interest which he has 
therein at the date of the assessment of compensation. So soon 
as the notice to treat is served, the machinery is set in motion 
which will result in the ascertainment of compensation, not only 
for the land taken but also for the damage sustained by the owner 
by reason of the severance of such lands from other lands 

onging to him, or for any injurious affection of his other 
lands, Provision for such compensation is made by section 49 of 
the Lands Clauses Act for the case of assessment by a jury 
ad by section 63 for that of assessment by an arbitrator. 
And it was pointed out by Srreuwe, L.J., in his judgment, 
that the effect of the notice to treat is to create a 
might in the company to damage adjoining land of the 
landowner upon paying the compensation so assessed. 

What the Legislature has done,” he said, “is to create 


i favour of the promoters of undertakings a right unknown to 
common law—namely, a right, upon certain conditions being 
— to execute works so as to damage the property of a 
Owner on whom a notice to treat is served. This right is a 

al, as distinguished from an equitable right, not indeed 
within the definition of an easement, but bearing a close 


analogy thereto.” From this statement of the law it followed 

anyone who purchased the adjoining land after the date of 

hor to treat took it subject to this right of the promoters 

milict injury upon it upon paying the compensation ascer- 
as between the original landowner and themselves. 
























































It was urged against this view that the compensation 
is ascertain according to the landowner’s interest at 
the time of assessment, and that if he has not in fact 
made any claim in respect of adjoining land which he 
has sold since the notice to treat, then a claim can be made 
by the purchaser. But Srrecine, LJ., pointed out that it 
is not for the landowner to determine what claims he shall put 
forward. The notice to treat having been given, it is his duty 
to claim in due course the entire compensation allowed to him 
by statute—that is, the compensation for the land taken and the 
compensation for the land injuriously affected, and the promoters 
are entitled to assume that the compensation when ascertained 
covers all such claims. In the present case notice to treat was 
served in October, 1891. In January, 1892, the owner sent in 
his claim to compensation. In February, 1892, he agreed to let 
certain adjoining land on a building lease for 999 years and a 
lease was granted in the following June. In October, 
1892, the landowner agreed with the company upon the 
sum of £24,299 as compensation for the land included in 
the notice to treat, and this sum was to include all compen- 
sation for damage by severance of or otherwise injuriously 
affecting the landowner’s other property. The company do not 
seem to have had notice that any of such other property 
been dealt with, and when the lessee complained that the land 
demised to him, on which he had erected houses, was injured by 
the works, the company claimed that any such injury was 
included in the above sum. 

This view, as already intimated, was adopted in the Court of 
Appeal. The landowner could not himself have made any 
further claim after agreeing the compensation—save perhaps in 
respect of damage which could not have been foreseen—and no 
such claim could be made by any person taking under him. 
“« After payment of the assessed compensation,” said SriR.ine, 
L J., in the judgment from which we have already quoted, ‘‘ the 
right of the promoters to execute the work (with the possible 
exception already stated) is absolute, and being a legal right in 
the nature of an easement, prevails against legal interests created 
by the landowner subsequently to the assessment and payment of 
compensation. This being so, it is difficult to see why the 
right of the promoters should not prevail against a legal title 
derived from the landowner subsequently to the notice to treat, 
but before the assessment of compensation.” 

This view has been unanimously affirmed by the House of 
Lords. The claim to compensation is founded upon the notice 
to treat, and, in accordance with the statute, it must include all 
matters in respect of which the landowner was entitled to make a 
claim; that is, it must includecompensation both for the land taken 
and for any adjoining land which is injuriously affected. When 
the sum due under such claim has been ascertained, whether by 
agreement or otherwise, there is an end to the liability of the 
company. The result is undoubtedly hard upon the lessee, who 
finds himself exposed to serious loss without the chance of 
redress which, had he been interested at the date of the notice to 
treat, he would have had. But he is in the position of any other 
purchaser who has the misfortune to take land with a defective 
title. It would be equally hard upon the railway company if, 
after all claims had been, as they supposed, covered by the 
ascertained compensation, they were liable to have further claims 
made upon them. The practical outcome is that when land in 
the neighbourhood of projected works is being purchased, the 
— should take care to ascertain that no notice to treat 

as been served, either in respect of the land purchased or of 
adjacent land belonging to the vendor. 





There is, says the Daily Mail, no congestion of business in the Dublin 
High Court, according to the parliamentary return for 1903 just issued. 
During last year only two decrees of divorce were granted. There were 
fifty-three fewer jury cases than in the previous year inthe Dublin King's 
Bench and twenty-nine fewer on circuit. 

One of the stories told by the Solicitor-General for Ireland at the dinner 
to Sir Edward Clarke, was, says the Globe, of a young Irish barrister who, 
in addressing a jury in a breach of promise case, urged as one of his pleas 
for heavy damages that the plaintiff, a lady of some sixty years, was an 
orphan. ‘I am an orphan myself,”’ interposed the judge. “‘ And I have 
no doubt, my lord,’’ replied the ready young advocate, ‘‘ that when your 











lordship is defendant in such a case as we are now engaged upon your 
co will strongly rely upon that fact.’’ 
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Cases of the Week. 


Court of Appeal. 
MILLETT v, BALLARD. No. 1. 18th July. 


County Covurt—Ricnt or AppeaAL To Hicn Court—EsEecTMENT— VALUE 
or Lanp not Excerepine £20—County Courts Act, 1888, s. 120. 


This was an appeal from a decision of the Divisional Court (Lord 
Alverstone, C.J., aud Kennedy and Phillimore, JJ.) in a county court 
appeal. The action was brought in the Wandsworth County Court for a 
declaration that the plaintiff was entitled to the possession of a piece of 
land for a term of years granted by an inde: ture of lease dated the 22nd 
of December, 1898. The plaintiff also claimed possession of the piece of 
land. By the said indenture the defendant had demised to one Harry 
Marchant the house and premises called *‘ Dunraven,’’ situate in Oakdale- 
roud, Streatham, having a frontage on to the said road of 24ft. or there- 
abouts, for the term of 99 years from the 25th of December, 1898. B: 
virtue of various mesne assignments and ultimately by an indenture dated 
the 12th of May, 1903, the term of years became vested in the plaintiff. 
The defendant was owner and occupier of premises adjoining ‘‘ Dunraven.’’ 
The piece of land in question was a narrow strip of Jand on the boundary 
between ‘‘ Dunraven ’’ and the defendant’s premises, having a trontage 
of 3ft. or thereabouts on the Oakdale-road. The plaintiff alleged that 
the said piece of land was part of the premises demised by the indenture of 
the 22nd of December, 1898, and that the defendant had wrongfully taken 
possession of it and fenced it in. The annual value of the piece of land 
did not exceed £20. The county court judge gave judgment for the 
plaintiff, and no leave to appeal was granted by him. The defendant 
appealed to the Divisional Court. The plaintiff took the preliminary 
objection that by section 120 of the County Courts Act, 1888, no appeal 
lay without the leave of the county court judge The Divisional Court, on 
the au'hority of Earl of Shrewsbury v. Garfield (60 L. J. Q. B. 765), allowed 
the objection and dismissed the appeal, but gave leave to the defendant to 
ap 

Tue Court (Cottrns, M.R., and Sree and Martuew, L.JJ.) allowed 
the appeal. Thry said tht a distinction had been observed in all the 
County Courts Acts between two classes of actions—viz., first, actions of 
ejectment where title was involved, and, secondly, actions for recovery of 
premises brought by landlords against tenants either on the expiration of 
a term or where rent was in arrear They held that on the trne con- 
struction of section 120 of the County Courts Acts, 1888, an appeal lay as 
a matter of right from the county court to the High Court in all actions 
belonging to the former class, whatever the value of the land might be.— 
Counset, J. Eldon Bankes K.O., and S G Lushington ; Montague Shearman. 
K.C., and Woodcock. Soxicrrors, Bramell & White; James White § Leonard. 


[Reported by F. G. Rucker, Esq., Barrister-at-Lawe] 
Re A. No. 2. 18th July. 


Lunacy—Lvunatic Nor so Fovunp—Powrer or APpporintMENT AMONG 
CuiLpreEN—Commitree—Power to Appoint ON BEHALF or Lunatic— 
Lunacy Act, 1890 (53 & 54 Vicr. c. 5), ss. 120 (1), 128. 

Application by the husband (who had also the powers of a committee of 
the estate) of a lunatic not so found, for leave, on behalf of the lunatic, to 
appoint part of certain trust funds to two of their children, under a joint 
power of appointment among the children at twenty-one or on marriage 
equally, conferred upon them by their marriage settlement. 

Tue Court (Vaucuan WriitiaMms and Romer, L.JJ., diss. Cozens-Harpy, 
L.J.) held that the words ‘‘ power vested in a lunatic in the character of 
trustee’ in the | unacy Act, 1890, s. 128, included a power of appoint- 
ment among children, in respect of which the appointor owed a fiduciary 
duty tothe children although he might release the power and do other 
things which a trustee in the strict sense of the word could not. Upon 
the authorities the judge had jurisdiction under this section to exersise 
this power on behalf and in the name of a lunatic. 

Romer, 1..J., held that sections 120 (7) and 128 were correlative and 
included all cases in which the lunatic had a power vested in him. 

Cozens-Harpy, L.J., held that the two sections were not exhaustive 
and that a power of appointment among children in a marriage settlement 
was not @ power vested in the lunatic either ‘‘ for his own benefit ” or ‘‘in 
the character of trustee.’ Mutter remitted to the master to consider 
whether proposed appointment was beneficial. — Counsex, Farwell. 
Soxicirors, Munter § Haynes. 

[Reported by Percy H. Winrietp, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 





High Court—Chancery Division. 


WILLS v. TOZER AND OTHERS. Farwell, J. 20th July. 


Sratvure—InterpretaTion—Teicnmoutn Harnovur Act, 1853 (16 Vicr. 
Cc. XXxxvi.). 


This was an action for an injunction. The plaintiff, who was a regis- 
tered harbour ratepayer of the harbour of Teignmouth, sought to restrain 
the Harbour Commissioners, appointed under the Teignmouth Harbour Act, 
1853 (16 Vict. c. xxxvi.), from placing on the harbour ratepayers’ list the 
name of any incorporated joint stock company, or of any corporate body, 
or of any member or officer thereof as representing the corporation. 
The plaintiff also sought a declaration that no one of the artificial or 
natural persons aforesaid is entitled to vote at an election of commissioners 
under this Act. 


= 

FarwetL, J., said that the Teignmouth Harbour Act, 1853, whig 
incorporated the Commissioners Clauses Act, 1847, provided that the Word 
‘* person ’’ was to include a corporation unless in that Act or in any othe 
Act therewith incorporated the context was repugnant to such inch 
The principal Act contained in section 36 an expres-ion that would ng 
permit the construction of the word ‘‘ person ’’ to include ‘* Cor poration,” 
for voting by proxy was expressly barred, thereby  excindj 
any means by which a corporation is enabled to exercise 
power at an election. The principle of law was that when a statute pp. 
vides that no person is to do a named or specified thing except on a pari. 
cular condition, it is reasonable to understand that the intention of th 
Legislature was that only such persons who could by the use of 
means fulfil the condition, might do such specified thing, and not tho» 
' persons in law who could not do the thing at any time by any means q 
in any circumstances. provided always that such construction of the j,. 
tention of the Legislature was not excluded by the context or by th 
subj-ct-matter or object of the statute. It would not be proper 
construe ‘‘ persons ’’ as meaning any but “ natural’’ persons, and th 
declaration would be that a corporate body was not entitled to vote ata 
| election of commissioners.—CounseEL, Butcher, K.C., and S. G. Lushingtos; 
Upjohn, %.C., R Wright Taylor, and Rayner Goddard. So ricrrors, Peach 
§ Goddard, for Tozer, Whidborne, § Dell, Teignmouth. 


[Reported by Henry Srepuen, Esq., Barrister-at-Law.] 





MILWARD v. BARRY URBAN DISTRICT COUNCIL. Buckley, J, 
21st and 22nd July. 


Loca GoveRNMENT — Epvucation — Scoeme — EpucatTion Commirre- 
APPOINTMENT OF MEMBERS—ResOLUTION By Locat AuTHORITY Dererm. 
ING ORDER OF RETIREMENT—SvuBSEQUENT ResoLuTiIoN VARYING ORDE- 
Vauipiry—Ebvcation Act, 1902 (2 Ep. 7, c. 42), ss. 17 (1), 21 (3). 


The Barry Urban District Council, as the local education authority for th 
Barry Urban District under section 1 of the Education Act, 1902, established, 
under section 17 (1), an education committee, constituted in accordang 
with a scheme made by the couucil and approved by the Board of Educ. 
ti n. Under section 21 (3) such a scheme is to have effect as if it wen 
enacted in the Act, and any such scheme may be revoked or altered by 
scheme made in like manner as an original scheme. The scheme pn- 
vided that the education committee should con-ist of nine members, of whoa 
five were to consist of members of the council. Under claure 6, th 
members of the committee were to hold office for three years, with the 
provi-ion that one-third were to go out of office on the 1st of May in th 
year 1904, and in each succeeding year; ‘‘the council shall determin 
the order in which they shall rerire.’”’ At the annual meeting of the 
council, held on the 20th of April, 1903, the council appointed certain 
persons, including the plaintiff, who was also a member of the council, tobe 
m-mbers of the committee. It was also resolved that certain persons, includ- 
ing the lady member, but not including the plaintiff, should retire at the 
end of the first year, that certain other persons, including the plaintiff, 
shouldretireat the end of thesecond year, and thatcertuin other persons should 
retire at the end of the third year. Owing to the redistrioution of th 
wards in the urban district, the whole of the members of the council went 
out of office on the 15th of April, 1904, on which day there was an election, 
the plaintiff being re-elected a member of the council. On the 18th of April, 
1904, at the annual meeting of the council, it was resolved that so much of 
the resolution passed by the council on the 20th of April, 1903, deciding 
that the lady member should retire from the education committee at the 
end of the first year, and that the plaintiff should retire from such com- 
mittee at the end of the second year, be rescinded, and that in lieu theres 
the lady member should retire on the lst of May, 1905, and the plaintiff 
should retire on the lst of May, 1904. The plaintiff brought an action against 
the council, asking for a declaration that the resolution of the 18th of April, 
1904, was ultrd vires, and that he was entitled to act as a member of the 
committee till 1905. He also asked for an injunction. On behalf of the 
plaintiff it was contended that when once the council had executed the 
power given to it by the scheme by determining the dates at which the 
members of the committee should retire, it was functus officio, and could not 
afterwards alter its decision. For the defendants it was contended that 
the scheme had left the order of retirement of the members of 
committee entirely to the discretion of the council, and, therefore, that 
they could from time to time vary such order. 


Bucxuey, J., in the course of his judgment, said that in his opinion the 
council in determining the order of retirement of the members of the com- 
mittee, could not reserve to itself the power from time to time to vary that 
order. In purporting to rescind the resolution which had been previously 
passed, that the puaintiff should retire at the end of the second year, the 
council had acted beyond its power. When, in 1903, it had passedé 
resolution determining the dates of retirement of the members or the com 
mittee, it became fwnctus officio, and could not revoke or alter that resolu- 
tion until a new scheme had been made and approved under section 21 (3). 
The council had appointed the plaintiff to hold office till 1905, and co 
not by a mere resolution determine his tenure of that office at an ear 
date. The argument for the defendants was that the words in the scheme, 
‘‘ the council shall determine the order in which they shall retire,” meat 
that the council “‘ shall from time to time determine ’’ such order, 
that, therefore, the council could by subsequent resolution alter 
order of the retirement of the members. He thought the council had 2° 
such power. Their only power was to make a scheme which was 1 
final. They could not make a revocable scheme. Section 21 (3) impliedly 
forbade such a course. He held, therefore, that the plaintiff was entitled 
to the declaration he claimed, and ted an injunction.—Counsh 
Buckmaster, K.0., and 0. L. Clare; Astbury, K.O., and Lushingih 
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oT. og torte Relea SG eS ee ee ee Solicitors’ Cases. 
Re WINGFIELD & BLEW. Warrington, J. 11th July. 


[Reported by H. L. Ormiston, Esq., Barrister-at-Law]. 


p ROUTLEDGE & SONS (LIM.). HUMMEL v. ROUTLEDGE & SONS 

(LIM.). Buckley, J. 21st July. 
Qowranx—DEBENTURE—TRANSFER TO Company—SvusskEQquent TRANSFER BY 
; Company—VALIDITY. 


This was the further consideration of a debenture-holder’s action. By 
its articles of association it was one of the objects of George Routledge & 
gons (Limited) to issue debentures for an aggregate sum of £75,000, with 

wer to renew them at any time. The directors were also thereby 
empowered to issue such debentures. On the 7th of January, 1890, the 
company issued 750 debentures of £100 each. The debentures were in 
the ordinary form. The conditions printed on the debentures stated, inter 
alia, that each was one of a series of debentures which were to rank pari 
passu a8 a first charge on the assets of the company, that the company was 
to keep a register of the holders of the debentures, that transfers 
were to be in writing under the hand of the registered holder, and 
to be delivered, together with the debentures, at the office of 
the company for registration. A further condition was that redemption of 
the debentures was to commence on the Ist of ‘Ictober, 1896. At various 
dates the company bought in the market sixteen of these d-bentures. Jn 
eich case the debenture-holder executed to the company a transfer in 
common form, the transfer was registered by the company, and a note of 
it was endorsed on the debenture. Subsequently, but in all cases prior 
to the Ist of October, 1896, the company, for value received, purported to 
transfer these debentures to other persons. The same formalities were 
observed as in the case of the transfer to the company. By the judgment 

mounced in the action certain accounts and inquiries were direct-d By 
is certificate the master reserved for the consideration of the court the 
question whether the transferees from the company or the persons 
deriving title under them were entitled to be treated as holders of the 
debentures purported to have been transferred to them or to their pre- 
decessors in title. The plaintiffs, who represented the debenture-holders 
whose title was admittedly good, took out a summons asking that the 
action might be heard on further consideration, and that an order might 
be made in the terms of the accompanying minutes. The minutes con- 
tained a declaration that the claimants were not entitled to be treated as 
holders of the debentures. On behalf of the plaintiffs it was contended 
that when the debentures were transferred to the company the debt of the 
company secured by them was extinguished, and that consequently the 
debentures beceme void, it being impossible to treat the subsequent trans- 
fers as reissues. On behalf of the claimants it was contended that the 
case came within the principle of Thorne v. Cann (1895 A. CO. 11), that 
when the owner of an equity of redemption pays off a mortgagee and 
takes an assignment of the mortgage, and the circumstances shew an in- 
tention to keep alive the security, it is not extinguished, but enures for the 
benefit of the owner of the equity of redemption. 

Bucxuey, J., in giving judgment, said that the effect of the transfer of 
adebenture to the company was that the company became an assignee of 
its own debt, and became bound to pay itself £100 and interest; and it 
also became the assignee of a charge upon its own property to secure this 
payment. The result was that the debt was absolutely extinguished. A 
man could not be the assignee of his own debt and a mortgagee of property 
of which he was also mortgagor. And inasmuch as the debt was extin- 
quished, so also was the security. The subsequent transfers, therefore, 
had no operation; the transferees were transferees of nothing. It had 
been argued that when the person who took the transfer from the 
company paid his money, he thought that what was being transferred to 
him was a debenture forming part of the £75,000 series, and that the com- 
pany became bound to give effect to that which had been the real bargain 
between the parties by issuing to him a new debenture, if the transaction 
which had taken place between the parties did not result in giving him such 
asecurity. His lordship thought there had been no such contract. For 
example, suppose that it had been a condition of this issue that a debenture 
should not be assignable free from equities. A transferee of such a deben- 
ture would get that to which there were attached equities subsisting at the 
date of the transfer as between the company and the debenture-holder. 
He would get something to which equities were attached—that is to say, 
equities which were attached to the debt. The contention of the claimant 
must be, not that he was necessarily an assignee of the debt, bus that he 
was a person who, if he did not get that which was nominally assigned to 
him, was to be entitled to get a new thing which was to be free from 
equities. Rut he had not bargained for that; he had made a bargain by 
which he was to get something which had become a dead thing. It was 
true that he had not paid his money in that expectation, but that was all 
that he had got. There was no contract between him and the company, 
except that he was to get an assignment of that debenture. The con- 
tention of the claimants therefore failed. Of course, if there was a 
contract that a person was to have a loan on the terms that the lender was 
to have a binding security, and the lender did not get that which he had 
contracted to have, he had the right to be placed in the same position as 
ifhe had got it. In the present case the position was different, because 
the loan was made on the condition, not that the lender should have a 
security, but that there should be transferred to h m something which the 
company had not got, and could not, therefore, transfer to him.—Covunsst, 
J. KE. Young (Astbury, K.O., with him); Earle; Buckmaster, K.C., and 
Ashworth James ; Arthur Sims. Soxicrrors, R. 8. Taylor, Son, § Humbert ; 
H. J. Manning ; Seaton Taylor ; Nathaniel Reynolds. 


[Reported by H, L. Ormiston, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 





Soricrrorn—Costs—TaxaTion —Marriep WomaNn—Derence to Drvorce 
Proceepinas—JupiciAL Separation — ALIMoNy—NecessaRies—MAartrI- 
MoNIAL Causes Act, 1857 (20 & 21 Vict. c. 85), ss. 25, 26. 


Summons by solicitors to review taxation of costs incurred by a married 
woman. Her husband, P., had filed a petition f ‘r divorce, interim alimony 
had been ordered, the petition was dismissed with costs, and a separation 
order was made. P. had then filed a second petition for divorce, the interim 
alimony had been increased, and the petition was dismissed with costs, 
Prior to the hearing of the second petition, Mrs. P. had succeeded in an 
action of detinue against P., in which, and in the first petition, she had 
retained Messrs. W. & B. as hersolicitors. P. had duly paid thea imony. In 
the meantime, M., whose school fees for the children of the marriage were 
unpaid, sued Mrs. P., who allowed judgment to go against her by default. 
The taxing-master held P. liabie for W. & B.’s bill of costs in the divorce 
and detinue proceedings up to the date of the separation order but not 
for M.’s judgment debt. 

Warrineton, J., referred to the Matrimonial Causes Act, 1857, 
ss. 25 and 26, providing that, in cases of judicial separation, the husband 
should not be liable for the wife’s costs ‘‘as plaintiff or defendant,’’ 
except that if he had not paid alimony, he should be liable for her necessa- 
ries. Upon the general law, he was liable as for necessaries for the wife’s 
costs in defending a divorce petition. P. was liable for solicitor and client 
costs of the first petition, the retainer given with his authority not having 
been withdrawn, As the second petition was not a continuation of the 
first, prima facie a fresh retainer would be required to bind P. Moreover, 
section 26 implied that he should not be liable even for Mrs. P.’s necessae 
ries where he duly paid alimony. But that did not mean that he should 
not be liable, althcugh he hid paid alimony, in a special case for a 
necessary which the court might conclude the alimony could not have been 
intended to cover, which was the case here. Having regard to Turner v. 
Rookes (10 A. & E. 47), P. was liable for the costs of the second petition. 
The costs in the detinue action were necessaries, and P., not having with- 
drawn the original retainer, was liable for them, but not in regard to M.’s 
action. The bill must be referred back for taxation.—CovnseL, Norton, 
K.C., and Van Neck ; Rowden, K.C., and Sheldon. Soxicirors, Wingfield § 
Blew ; J. Mitchell, for R. A. Willeock § Taylor, Wolverhampton. 


{Reported by Percy H. Wiyrie.p, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. 








Law Societies. 
The Law Society. 


ANNUAL GENERAL MEETING. 


The annual general meeting of the Law Society was held on Friday, the 
22nd inst., at the Law Socicty’s Hall, Chancery-lane, the President, Sir 
JouN Gray Hitt gm oe taking the chair. Among those present 
were Mr. Thomas Rawle (Vice-President), Mr. Henry Attlee, Mr. 
Charles Mylne Barker, Mr. Edmund Kell Blyth, Mr. Ebenezer John 
Bristow, Mr. William Francis Fladgate, Mr. William Edward Gillett, 
Mr, William Godden, Mr. William Howard Gray, Mr. Henry Edward 
Gribble, Mr. William John emg (Hereford), Mr. Henry James John- 
son, Mr. Stephen Henham King, Mr. William George hing, Mr. Joseph 
Farmer Milne (Manchester), Mr. Richard Pennington, Mr. Charles 
Leopold Samson, Mr. Charles Stewart, Mr. Richard Stephens Taylor, Mr. 
Walter Trower, Mr. William Melmoth Walters, Mr. William Howard 
Winterbotham, and Mr. Philip Witham (members of the Council); Mr. 
Frederick Fox Cartwright (brstol), Mr. C arles James Ernest Crosse 
Manchester), Mr. Charles Elton Longmore (Hertford), Mr. Robert Pybus 

Newcastle), and Mr. Charles Edward Stevens (Liverpool) (extraordinary 
members). 
PRIzEs AND CERTIFICATES OF DISTINCTION. 

The PRESIDENT, at the commencement of the proceedings, distributed 
- prizes and certificates of distinction at the examinations in April as 
follows :— 

Honours Examination. — First Class (in order of merit), — 1. Mr. 
Abraham James Thomas, articled to Mr John Aeron Thomas, M.P., of 
Swansea; 2. Mr. Percy John Menneer, articled to Mr. Isidore James 
Carter, of Torquay; 3. Mr. Harry Cecil Myers, articled to Mr. Rowland 
Percy Walters, of London; 4. Mr. Ralph Heather Parratt, articled to Mr. 
John Scott Heron, of London; Mr. John Peirson Watson, articled to 
Mr. Harold Watson, of Middlesbrough. Second Class (in alphabetical 
order).—Mr. Robert Agar Chadwick, B.A., LL.B. (Camb.), articled to the 
late Mr. E. O. Simpson and Mr, T. 8. Simpson, of Leeds; Mr. Clifford 
Gover Conolly MA, LL.B. (Camb.), articled to Mr. A, E. Leonard, of 
London ; Mr. Horace Baker Drury, articled to Mr. F. Foss, of London ; 
Mr. Herbert Garratt, articled to Mr. A. E. Britcliffe, of Accrington; Mr. 
Frederick Hubert Jessop, LL.B. (Vict.), articled to Mr. J. Sykes, of Hud- 
dersfield; Mr. Walter Molineux, articled to Mr. G. Maugham, of New- 
castle-on-Tyne; Mr. Robert Wallis Seward, M.A., LL.B. (Camb.), articled 
to Mr. A. E. Pridham, of London; Mr. Osmond Thompson Smith, articled 
to Mr. E. Thompson Smith, of Colchester, and Messrs. Norris, Allens, 
and Chapman, of London; Mr. Percy John Spalding, B.A.. LL.M. 
Camb.), articled to Mr. J. E. L. Whitehead, of Cambridge, and Messrs. 

oss, Ledsam, and Blount, of London; Mr. Henry Howard Thompson, 
anticled to Mr. T. E. Rickerby, of Cheltenham ; Mr. Basil Wilson, articled 
to Mr. C. E. Wilson, of London. Third Class (in alphabetical order).— 
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Mr. David Henry Clarke, articled to Mr. J. Cochrane, of Bristol; Mr. 
William Howard Coley, articled to Messrs. Coley and Coley, of Birming- 
ham, and Messrs. Field, Roscoe, and Co., of London; Mr. Charles Ed- 
mund Crane, articled to Mr. W. H. F. Bearsley, of Loughboro’, and Mr. 
C. D. Woolley, of London; Mr. Reuben Hodgson, articled to Mr. F. 
Emley, of Newcastle-on-Tyne, and Messrs. Williamson, Hill, and Co., of 
London; Mr. Evan Idris Lewis, articled to Mr. J. Colenso Jones, of 
Pontypridd; Mr. Herbert Sturton, articled to Mr. W. H. Sturton, of Peter- 
borough, and Mr. A. 8S. Hatchett Jones, of London; Mr. Herbert James 
Worwood, articled to Mr. Lewis Beard, of Blackburn. The prizes of 
books were as follows:: Mr. James, Clement’s Inn Prize, value about 
£10, and the Daniel Reardon Prize, value about twenty guineas; Mr. 
Menneer, Clifford’s Inn Prize, value five guineas; Mr. Myers, New Inn 
Prize, value five guineas; Messrs. Parratt and Wilson, Law Society’s 
Prizes, value five guineas each. Mr. James and Mr. Parratt being equal 
in merit, to each a John Mackrell Prize, value about £12 each. Class 
certificates were given to the candidates in the second and third classes. 

Final Students.—First prize, Mr. M. R. C. Scott, also certificates of dis- 
tinction in (1) Probate, Divorce, and Ecclesiastical Law, (2) Law of Con- 
tract, (3) Admiralty Law and Practice; second prize, Mr A. W. Fryzer, 
also certificate of distinction in Equity; third prize, Mr. J. B. Lander. 
Certificates of Distinction —Mr. T. E. Carpenter, (1) Equity, (2) Law of 
Contract ; Mr. K. V. Dolleymore, Equity ; Mr. G. H. Drury, Law of Con- 
tract; Mr. J. Everidge, (1) Equity, (2) Admiralty; Mr. W. W. Henman, 
Admiralty; Mr. V. G. Hicks, (1) Probate, Divorce, and Ecclesiastical 
Law, (2) Admiralty; Mr. W. O. Jones, Law of Contract; Mr. J. J. 
Newcombe, Equity; Mr. H. E. J. Williams, Equity. Intermediate 
Students.—First. prize, Mr. T. Evander Evans, also certificates of dis- 
tinction in (1) Things Personal, (2) Civil Injuries; second prize, Mr. 
Hyam Levy, also certificates of distinction in (1) Things Personal, (2) 
Things Real, (3) Rights in Private Relations. Certificates of Distinction. 
—Mr Cyril Turner, Things Real; Mr. E. L. Zeffertt, Rights in Private 
Relations. 

PRESIDENT AND VICE-PRESIDENT. 


Mr. Thos. Rawle was elected President, and Mr. William Francis 
Fladgate Vice-President for the year ensuing. 


VACANCIES ON THE COUNCIL. 


There were thirteen vacancies on the Council, the ten members retiring 
by rotation being: Mr. C. M. Barker, Mr. J. W. Budd, Mr. W. H. Gray, 
Mr. H. E. Gribble, Mr. T. Marshall (Leeds), Mr. F. P. Morrell (Oxford), 
and Mr. T. Rawle, elected in 1900; and Mr. C. Cheston, Sir Albert 
Rollit, and Mr. A. Wightman (Sheffield), elected in 1901. There were 
also two other vacancies, one caused by the death of Mr. William Dawes 
Freshfield, and the other by the resignation of Mr. George Edgar Frere. 
Mr. Cheston did not offer himself for re-election. There were thus fifteen 
candidates for the thirteen seats. In addition to the retiring members, 
who offer themselves for re-election, the following gentlemen had been 
nominated: Mr. Thomas William Bischoff, Mr. Bare Brinsley-Harper 
(of the firm of Lumley and Lumley), Mr. Harvey Clifton, Mr. Frank 
Dawes, Mr. Samuel Garrett, and Mr. Henry Manisty, all of London. Mr. 
Manisty had already served on the Council, and was president in 1899- 
1900 ; he retired in 1902. 

The PRESIDENT said that a letter had been received from Mr. Garrett 
withdrawing as a candidate. He asked if any other candidate desired to 
retire. As no answer was given, he announced that the election must be 
taken by voting papers, oull damvineed Wednesday, the 10th of August, to 
receive the scrutineers’ report. The following gentlemen had consented 
to act as scrutineers: Mr. R. H. Blyth, Mr. F. G. Cordwell, Mr. W. J. 
Fraser, Mr. N. Hanhart, and Mr. H. Seely. 

Mr. Cuartes Forp (London) asked whether an asterisk was placed 
against the names of the retiring members only on the voting paper which 
was sent out to the members. He had thought it was also put on the 
nomination form. 

The Presipent replied that it was put only on the voting paper. 


AUDITORS. 


Mr. John Stephens Chappelow, F.C.A., Mr. Harmer Steele, and Mr. 
Reginald Curtis Toogood were elected auditors of the society’s accounts 
for the year ensuing. 

Accounts—PrizE Funps. 


The PRESIDENT moved the adoption of the accounts, which showed a 
total income of £36,632, the balance of income over expenditure being 
£8,456 19s. 

Mr. E. Koper (London) called attention to items on the liability side 
of the balance-sheet of the Trust Prize Funds. They related to the accumu- 
lation of the trust fund for prizes. ‘Joseph Travers Smith accumulated 
fund, 31st December, 1902, £229 17s. 11d., less decrease in value of 
London and North-Western Railway Stock, representing part of this 
fund, £4 2s, 7d., making £225 15s. 4d.; add excess of income over ex- 
penditure for the year 1903, £57 16s. ; total, £283 11s. 4d.” It would be 
observed that the society commenced the year with an accumulated fund 
on that account alone of £229, and ended it with £283. He protested 
against that. The testator left his property for the advancement of 
learning and the encouragement of legal study, and the money ought to 
be spent for that end and not accumulated. The Inns of Court had for 
centuries accumulated their funds to such an extent that the present 
possessors of them did not know what the trusts were for. In default of 
any other proposition, he would suggest that, at the next examination, 
the whole of the funds should be distributed in extra prizes. It might 
be said that the students had not gained the prizes; in that case some 
means ought to be found of applying the funds for the advancement of 
legal learning. 





=== 

Mr. Forp asserted that the Council were out of court in this 
How much of the articled clerks funds were diverted from the pur. 
ose—— : 

The Presment said that Mr. Ford must confine his remarks to th 
subject of the trust funds for prizes, otherwise he must call on yy 
Walters, who was one of the trustees, to answer Mr. Kimber. 

Mr. W. MetmorH Watters (London) read the terms of the trust deed 
He said that, in pursuance of those terms, the trustees had considered the 
certificates of the examiners at the various examinations and the regis. 
tered marks obtained by the candidates. They had also had the same 
particulars for the last ten years, ever since the trust was instituted 
and they had come to the conclusion in their discretion, that, having re. 
gard to the objects of the testator, and the particulars of the tru 
committed to them, there had been no candidate on that occasion why 
ought to be awarded the scholarship. Using the discretion given 
them to the best of their ability, the trustees, after considerable dis. 
cussion, came to the conclusion that there was no candidate who could 
be recommended on that occasion for the scholarship. He did not think 
Mr. Kimber was right in making a charge against the Council. If he 
had any charge, it should be against the trustees. The Council had 
nothing to do with the matter. ; ny 

Mr. Forp said there was a responsibility on the Council with regan 
to these funds. The report said they were the society’s assets. 

Mr. Watters said the money simply went through the hands of the 
Council. The distribution was in the hands of the trustees. 


ARTICLED CLERKS FouND. 


Mr. Forp said he must repeat what he had so often repeated before, and 
what he should as long as he was able, with regard to the articled clerks 
part of these finances. The accounts showed that the Council had re. 
ceived money which they were bound by law, and under the Solicitors 
Act, to apply exclusively to the benefit of the articled clerks. The total 
receipts by the articled clerks account were £8,456 19s. How did the 
Council get rid of that? Instead of applying it exclusively to the pur 
poses of legal education, they got rid of it in the following way; 
“Rates, taxes, and voluntary subscriptions’? were put down for 
£704 18s. 9d.; ‘‘salaries to officers, clerks, servants, and pensions” 
accounted for £3,973 15s. 1ld.; ‘printing, stationery, and advertise. 
ments,’ £699 6s. 3d.; ‘‘house expenses, including water, coal, and 
lighting,’’ £572 12s. 6d., and there were many other charges which ought 
not to be made. Against all this, there was the munificent sum of 
£204 15s. 9d. for prizes to encourage legal studies. He did not see any 
statement about what used to be the Law Club, but which now existed 
under another name—— 

The PresmpenT: There is no Law Club, Mr. Ford. 

Mr. Forp asserted that the members did not get the information they 
wanted about the refreshment department. The Council said they were 
not going to do away with the table-money of 8d. He asked for some 
information on this subject, in the hope that at some future time a 
reasonable charge might be reached in this respect. _ 

Mr. Krmser said he did not accept the explanation of Mr. Walter, 
and he would give the Council twelve months in which to devise some 
scheme for preventing the accumulation of the prize trust funds. At the 
next annual meeting he would raise the question again. 

The Pnrestpent: Very much obliged to you for your forbearance, Mr. 
Kimber. 

The accounts were then adopted. 


Annvat Report.—NeEw WIna. 


The PwestpENt moved the adoption of the annual report. He thought 
he need say no more about the opening of the new wing of the society's 
building, as that was referred to at the general meeting in April, except 
that he would express the hope that the additional accommodation which 
had been provided would be found to be satisfactory to the members of 
the society. 

EXTRAORDINARY MEMBERS OF COUNCIL. 

He wanted to make one remark with regard to the extraordinary mem- 
bers of the Council, who were now elected for three years, like the 
ordinary members, but they represented country districts. Some dis- 
satisfaction had been expressed in East Anglia, and in the Chester and 
North Wales district, that a larger representation was not given to them 
and to other country districts. To give a larger representation generally 
to extraordinary members would necessitate an increase in the size of the 
Council, which already numbered fifty, and the Council thought that it 
would be inconvenient for the purpose of conducting the business of the 
society if that number were increased. But there arose the question o 
the geographical distribution of the areas from which these members 
were taken, and, of course, in making that distribution, regard must be 
had principally to the number of members of the societv residing in those 
districts. Unfortunately, in the eastern division of East Anglia there 
were only 352 members. If that number should be increased, as he 
trusted it would be, then occasion might arise.for revising the distribu: 
tion. In the western district, deduéting Bristol, which had a member 
its own, there were 584 members, a considerably larger number, @ 
again, if that number should be considerably increased, occasion mig 
arise for revising the mode of selecting the extraordinary members. 


Memnersuip or THe Socrery. 


Coming to the question of the ie of the society, the meeting 
would be pleased to observe that, at the date at which the report w# 
issned, the 24th of June, there had been an increase of 245 membem 
and he was glad to tell them that, partly in response to a circular 


he had issued with the illustrated book of the society’s building @ 


which members had also received copies, and partly by the exeriiom 
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made by the vice-president and others, since the report was issued 
there had been an accession of 281 members. That made a total of 526. 
Deducting the resignations and deaths, there was a total net increase of 513. 
Last year the total net increase was only three. So he thought that from 
one cause Or another the society was reaping the benefit of the popularity 
which he thought it had even amongst some of the members who came 
occasionally to find fault—and he did not complain of that at all—with 
the Council’s proceedings. 


Socrety’s ‘‘Gazetrr.”’ 


The next subject to which he wanted to refer was the publication of 
the “‘Gazette and Register.’’ He thought they must all have taken the 
opportunity of looking at the ‘‘Gazette,” which was now in a very much 
improved form. The Council were anxiously turning their attention to 
improving it further, and they would be glad of suggestions from the 
members in that direction. 


New Smoxine Room. 


With regard to the society’s buildings, he was informed that some of 
the members were not aware of the fact that a new room, to be used as 
asmoking-room, was being prepared where the old general office was, on the 
left-hand side of the entrance in Chancery-lane. That room would be 
an interesting one, because it would be lined with the old panelling taken 
from New Inn, purchased by the society, which weal make it his- 
torically interesting, and he hoped it would be found convenient to 
those who did not desire to go upstairs to smoke, and that it would 
alleviate the objections of those who did not like smoking in the common 


Toom. 
LIBRARY. 


With regard to the library, it was now a very fine collection of books. 
The society began in 1832 with 1,000 volumes, and they had now close on 
40,000. Amongst members of the profession there were many collectors of 
books. Would they, when they came to make their testamentary de- 
positions, bear the society in mind? 


Common Room. 


That brought him to certain complaints which had been made as to 
the risks to which books were liable in the common room, as to which 
Mr. Phillimore had given the Council notice he would ask certain ques- 
tions. The Council were most anxious to avoid any risks to these books, 
some of which were of a very valuable character, and it was in view to 
take precautions to prevent these risks.: It was not a eonvenient thing 
that a valuable book should be read by someone who was drinking a 
cup of tea, or taking other refreshment, because there was a certain con- 
siderable amount of danger of the book being injured. The Council were 
considering how best to deal with the question. They could not deal 
with it fully, at any rate until the new smoking-room was opened, but 
the members might rest assured that the anxious attention of the 
Council, with the assistance of the very intelligent and well-read new 
librarian, would be directed to avoiding any risks of that kind as far 
as was practicable. 

INTERNATIONAL Law ASSOCIATION. 


The next subject was the International Law Association, and the depu- 
tation to the Foreign Office. He was aware that this did not concern 
the general body of solicitors. It concerned those engaged in shipping 
practice. He had taken a great interest in the matter himself. A 
deputation waited on Lord Lansdowne in March, on which the Bar 
Council, the society, the Committee of Lloyd’s, various Chambers of 
Shipping and shipowners’ associations were represented, and the object 
of that deputation was to ask the Foreign Office to take part in the 
consideration of a matter of great international importance. For some 
years an association, called the International Maritime Committee, of 
which he was a member, and the International Law Association, of which 
he was also a member, had been endeavouring to bring about some 
assimilation or unification of law, especially in relation to shipping 
matters. Meetings were held in London, Paris, Antwerp, and Hamburg, 
at which those matters were thoroughly discussed by lawyers conversant 
with the case from different nations, and, after long discussions, two 
draft treaties were drawn up, one relating to the law of 
salvage, which practically adopted the law of this country, and one 
relating to the law of collision, which differed somewhat from the law 
of this country. The Belgian Government then took up the matter and 
asked that the various Governments should appoint representatives to 
consider the suggestions made by these treaties internationally. All the 
great maritime nations, including the United States, agreed to attend 
such a conference, but our Foreign Office declined to do so, and the 
object of the deputation was to induce them to do so. But, after three 
months’ consideration, an answer was given confirming the original 
refusal. What would be the result? It would be that other foreign 
nations would frame their own code without our assistance and advice, 
which would have great influence if given, because of the large extent 
of our shipping interest, and then the code would be presented to the 

vernment for adoption or rejection. If they rejected it, it would pro- 
bably be forced upon them afterwards, upon commercial interests being 
Involved. Whereas, if they would now accept the invitation to consider 
it, they would have an opportunity of moulding the code so as to be the 
best that, could be prepared. He thought the decision of the Foreign 
ce was greatly to be regretted, not merely with regard to the par- 
ular objects then to be considered, but because it shut out the power 
B these discussions to get a uniform law upon any subject. If the 
ritish Government would not discuss the question, then nothing satis- 

could be done. 


Leeat Epvcation. 


Turning to the question of education, he was very pleased to inform 
the meeting that the principal of legal studies and his very able col- 
leagues continued to conduct the society’s system of education to the 
great satisfaction of the Council. The attendance was excellent. He 
had attended many of the lectures himself—the interest and intelligence 
of the students was remarkable. In connection with this, he must refer 
to what a member of the profession, who desired to be anonymous, had 
done in providing a course of lectures for three years. The lectures were 
to be on questions in international law. The first lecture had been given 
by Professor Holland on ‘‘The Laws of War.’’ ‘And this friend had 
intimated his intention, provided the attendance and the results were 
satisfactory—and he (the President) thought they had been most satis- 
factory—that he would provide a permanent foundation for that lecture- 
ship. The society was very greatly indebted to him. He (the President) 
only wished he were permitted to mention his name. 


Scuoo.t or Law. 


As to the School of Law, he was able to inform them that the special 
committee appointed by the Inns of Court and the society to consider that 
matter had approved of the scheme brought before them by the Attorney- 
General. The documents, that was the draft petition for the Charter, 
the draft Charter, and the draft minutes for the Order for disposing of the 
funds in court, had been all prepared by this committee, and the Council 
of the society had approved dtm, and given authority for the necessary 
documents to be sealed with the seal of the society. The Inns of Court 
moved more slowly. They had their several parliaments, as they were 
called, or assemblies of the benchers, meeting at different times, and the 
same rapidity could not be expected as had obtained with the society, where 
the Council were a united body. But he was glad to tell the meetin; 
that he understood a special parliament of Lincoln’s Inn had been calle 
for the 4th of August, and he trusted that the other Inns of Court 
would follow suit, if not before the Long Vacation, shortly after, and that 
during the tenure of office of his successor in the presidential chair this 
great school of law would at last be earried into effect. 


Lanp TRANSFER ACT. 


With regard to land transfer, the inquiry the society had demanded, 
and which had been demanded by others, was still withheld, he did not 
know for what good reason. If the Act was for the public benefit, they 
as loyal citizens must accept it, and would accept it. If it was not for 
the public benefit, then it should be repealed. ow could it be ascer- 
tained whether or not it was for the public benefit without a proper inquiry 
being instituted into the matter? He was interested to observe that 
quite recently, in chereing the grand jury at the Tewkesbury Quarter 
Sessions, the recorder, Mr. Stroud, said : ‘“There is a legal matter which 
I know something about—the Land Transfer Bill. It is no use crying 
over spilt. milk, so I lift up my voice again to warn, not only Tewkesbury, 
but the whole county, against the burden this matter would entail on 
the rates. London has been chosen to try the experiment, and they have 
been building a place that 3 by daily, and spending, I believe, nearly 
half a million of money. It is a funny thing to me that they should 
choose London. The first thing they would have to do in Gloucestershire 
would be the housing, though that would, of course, not be so large, 
but it would be a heavy expense on the rates. Then there would be a staff 
of officials to keep the thing going. If it was going te do good, there 
would be something in it, but the only persons it would be doing good 
to would be the people who owned property, and it seems hard that. the 
rates should be pm burdened. As a small landowner in London I have 
been brought into connection with this thing, and I can say _ it does 
not benefit them at all; it is a positive waste of public money. I should 
like to say I have found delay, expense, and an interference with the 
liberty on dealing with property, and I have never found the slightest 
amount of convenience. Mr. Edward Wood, of the Permanent Tem- 
perance Building Society, just by St. Paul’s Cathedral, one of the 
largest building societies.in London, had a desire to welcome the Bill, 
but could not do so, as it made an appreciable addition to the cost in deal- 
ing with properties. I mention this to put you on your guard, and to 
exert what influence you can on the county council. My advice is: 
Don’t go wasting the public rates over the establishment of land transfer 
in the county of Gloucester. It cannot be brought into your midst save 
by the county council, and it will certainly delay matters. It does seem 
strange that public money should be wasted for the benefit of a class 
that is capable of taking care of itself. I speak this from my own ex- 
perience, Just in a business-like way, apart from any feeling, and as a 
fellow-countryman, for I am as much a Gloucester man as any of you.” 
What was said in relation to Gloucester of course applied to the rest of 
England. And Mr. Wood, to whom Mr. Stroud referred, said he was 
‘sincerely desirous of seeing a system introduced that would be work- 
able, and at the same time cheap and expeditious. Speaking from his 
own experience, he said they had, through the office with which he was 
associated, 1,300 registrations since the Act came into operation, and 
although his opinion did not correspond with that of the Lord Chan- 
cellor, he would be rather disposed to use an illustration, and to say, A 
man may be a very clever chef, and understand all about the preparation 
of dishes, but as to the quality of those dishes he would rather take 
the opinion of the gentlemen who sat round the table and eat the dinner. 





These 1,300 cases had cost the borrowers, in round figures, an average of 
two guineas per case more than they would have cost if the system of 
registration had not been in operation. And, in addition to the expenses 
connected with the mortgage, there was an additional expense also con- 
nected with the conveyance or assignment... If an owner wanted to sell 
his property now, he had to prove his title in exactly the same wa: 
as if the title had not been registered at all. Unless some scheme coul 





























































































Ce Te MT NE ee et 
































658 THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL 


July 30, 1904, 








be devised of giving absolute title cheaply and expeditiously, his personal 
advice to the representatives of other counties was to oppose the bringing 
this Act into operation until some cheaper and simpler mode had been 
devised.’’ There was the testimony of two gentlemen whose motives 
could not be impugned. 

Licensine Br1t. 


He must refer to the Licensing Bill. As they were aware, that Bill 
created a new body, which was a committee, and the Council sought to 
make it clear, by an amendment, that solicitors were to be entitled to 
appear before this committee as well as counsel. That was opposed. 

e solicitors were smaller in number than other professions closely con- 
nected with them, and it was defeated. The Council had done their 
best, they could do no more. 


Soricrrors BI. 


He now came to a matter of very great importance, the Solicitors Bill. 
The Bill was to entitle the Council, at their discretion, to prevent solicitors 
who were undischarged bankrupts from practising. Of course there were 
cases where solicitors were bankrupt simply by misfortune, and there 
was nothing dishonourable, and they ought to be allowed to practise. 
But out of the number of undischarged bankrupts—between seventy and 
eighty—who were practising now, there were many, he was afraid, who 
were utterly unfit for the purpose. The society had brought that Bill in 
three times themselves. It passed the Lords, of course—the Lords were 
business men, they saw the necessity for it. But when it got to the 
Commons, it was opposed by one or two of those wreckers who oppose 
every good measure, and it was defeated. This year the matter had 
been taken up by the Government. But he was still very doubtful 
whether it would be passed. Such was the congestion in the business of 
the House of Commons, such the incapacity for conducting business in 
that assembly, that, although there was a powerful Government on its 
side, he very much Pra be whether these wreckers would not prevail 
again. However, the Council would continue to endeavour to get that 
power to keep the profession pure as far as they could. That was the 
most important thing they could deal with. 


Sonictrors To GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS. 


With regard to solicitors to Government Departments, an appointment 
had been made, as was mentioned in the report, of a barrister instead of 
a solicitor. Upon what principle a barrister was set to do a solicitor’s 
work he did not know. If « solicitor attempted to do a barrister’s work 
he would probably make a mess of it, and vice versd. 


County Courts Act. 


With regard to the County Courts Act, a Bill had just been brought in 
which really was a Bill to enable the Lord Chancellor to make an Act 
of his own, and it was brought in so late that there was no time properly 
to discuss it. Representations were being made by the society to his 
lordship. They hoped his lordship would entertain them, and that they 
would be of some avail. 


Somerset Hovsz. 


With regard to Somerset House regulations, the Council had received 
numerous complaints about the delay in that department. Only the day 
before the meeting the Vice-President had attended upon Sir Henry Prim- 
rose, the head of the department, accompanied by other members of the 
Council, and the result of the interview was, he thought, of a satisfactory 
character. Sir Henry had received the Vice-President, Mr. Ellett, and 
Mr. Gray as a deputation from the Council to make representations as 
to the unfortunate delay and the difficulty of getting the business of the 
public transacted with the Estate Duty Office, and to urge the importance 
of prompt disposal of minor matters and short formal business, such as 
obtaining receipts for duty, assessment of second and subsequent instal- 
ments, and re-assessments of interest. The deputation had also urged 
strongly the necessity for proper facilities for personal appointments 
being given to solicitors upon their certificate of urgency or on such com- 
plication as, in the opinion of the solicitor, made it necessary that he 
should have an interview with the officer having charge of the accounts 
to be passed. Sir Henry Primrose had expressed his satisfaction at 
having had the views of the society put before him, and he readily ad- 
mitted that there had been great delay and difficulty arising from the 
alterations made in the reorganisation of the deparment, but stated that 
the difficulties were now disappearing, though it was not until now that 
the effect of the improved organisation was beginning to show itself. Sir 
Henry also intimated that he would use his best endeavours to see that 
the request made by the delegation should, so far as possible, be com- 
plied with. He (the President) thought that very satisfactory, and that 
they might hope for some improvement on the present state of things. 
He thought he had gone through all the items in the report which it 
was necessary for him to refer to. 


VALEDICTORY. 


He had now only to thank the members and the Council for the very 
kind support given to him during bis year of office. He was glad and 
he was sorry that his term of office was coming to an_ end. 
He was glad, because the burden of office, considering the distance he lived 
from London, was very great; he was sorry, because the labour had 
been a labour of love, and he had most highly esteemed the honour of 
representing the society during the past year as its president. He thanked 
them all most sincerely. 

The Vice-Prestpent (Mr. Thomas Rawle, London) seconded the 
motion. 








SMOKING AND REFRESHMENTS.—BEAUTIFYING THE ComMMON Roow. 


Mr. W. P. W. Puitiimore (London) said he had given notice to agk 
questions relating to smoking and the service of refreshments in the 
common room, and he would like to move an amendment to the re 
having reference to the matter. He wished to have inserted in the report 
as follows: ‘‘The Council regret that it has been found needful to use tem. 

orarily the common room as a smoking and refreshment room. The 
wee | is aware that this is an inconvenience to library readers, as well 
as a likely cause of injury to the books, but this arrangement will be 
terminated by the opening of the new smoking room. With the view of 
improving the lighting of the new library, the Council propose duri 
the Long Vacation to paint the dark woodwork some suitable light colour, 
and substitute large panes of glass in lieu of the present heavy iron and 
lead window frames. At the same time, the upper book shelves will be 
rendered more accessible to members by the provision of a light gallery 
similar to that in the old library.’’ Also to add to the ‘‘ Regulations for 
the Library ’’ the following rule: ‘‘ Nor shall tobacco or refreshments be 
consumed therein.”’ 

Mr. MELVILL GREEN (Worthing) rose to order. This was not a proper 
amendment. It was not possible to refer back to the Council and tell 
them what they were to report. It could only be referred back with a 
request that they should report. They could not be instructed what to do, 

The PresmpENtT suggested to Mr. Phillimore that he should so alter 
his amendment as to make it a request to the Council. 

Mr. PHILLIMORE agreed to this course, and moved the amendment in 
the altered form. There had been a little amusement shown by the 
meeting at some of his suggestions, but he thought he might fairly ask 
whether the Council had taken the advice of any librarian of experience 
in the matter of smoking and drinking and taking other refreshments 
amongst valuable books. If the Library Committee had advised the 
Council in the matter, had the Library Committee taken the advice of 
experts? He had been unable to find any library of any importance 
which permitted such practices. They were in the highest degree ob- 
jectionable. Personally, and for his non-smoking friends, he might say 
that the smoking was a nuisance in addition. But apart from personal 
considerations, refreshments were very undesirable amongst valuable 
books. He had seen a member leaning over one of the most valuable 
county histories smoking a cigar which had a long ash. It was aiso 
offensive to go into the library and sit down at a table covered with cigar 
ash. His amendment suggested that the handsome mahogany pilasters 
—and they were very handsome—should be painted white. He was quite 
satisfied that, notwithstanding the noble proportions of the room, it must 
not be allowed to be a nursery for injuring the sight. He was quite 
sure that in winter time it would be hardly possible to read in some parts, 
and certainly it was not possible to read the titles on the books in some 
places. Therefore it would be far better if these pilasters were painted 
white in order to produce the necessary reflection of light. It was a 
very serious inconvenience that some of the bookshelves were thirteen feet 
high. Members could not reach the books they wanted. Only two 
days before a member, who mentioned that he had complained to the 
Council on the subject, spoke very bitterly that if he wanted, now that 
he had practically retired from the profession, to consult certain books 
he was unable to get them because the shelves were thirteen feet from 
the ground. And it was impossible to be always asking the boy to climb 
up and fetch the books down when one merely wanted to refer to them. 
It was not urireasonable to ask that the library should be kept for library 
uses, and when the new smoking room was properly established he hoped 
that smoking and the taking of refreshments would not be allowed in the 
common room. The use of the common room as at present entailed a 
considerable amount of conversation, and the Council would do well to 
consider in what way they could abate*what was at present a nuisance, 
the talking, smoking, taking refreshments, use of the room for reading 
light literature. The old library had very good lighting arrangements, 
but such was not the case with the common room, though its lead lights 
might be more picturesque than clear glass windows. any 

Mr. Forp seconded the amendment. It seemed that Mr. Phillimore 
had brought forward a very serious matter. He should be very much 
surprised if the Council disregarded Mr. Phillimore’s appeal. 

The Present said the members might depend upon it that the 
Council would most carefully consider the precautions to be taken to pre- 
vent the valuable books from being injured. The law students would 
also be provided with a new library in the examination room, and, there- 
fore, the old library, which was lighted according to the views of Mr. 
Phillimore, would be available for the inspection of any particular books. 
And if Mr. Phillimore or anyone else was afraid of ascending the ladder 
provided in the common room or additional library, there would always 
be an attendant ready to do so. And he thought it would be a proper 
regulation that any valuable book should not be taken down in the 
librarv where refreshments were consumed. The members might safely 
leave the matter in the hands of the Council. e 

Mr. Purtimore said he had no objection to withdraw the amendment. 
It had ventilated the subject for the present, and the members might 
very well wait and see what improvement there was. But he could 
assure them that it was a very serious inconvenience to those who had to 
use the general library, which contained a large number of books on 
special subjects, and they were practically debarred from the use 9 
these. He then withdrew the amendmnt. 


Lanp TRANSFER AcT. 


Mr. J. 8. Rusrysrern (London) observed that he was sure the meeting 
desired to congratulate the president on the dignity of knighthood whi 
had been conferred on him by His Majesty. It was a very gratifyimg 
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matter to the members. They recognised that he richly deserved the 
honour, and they considered it also as attaching much honour to the 
society. With regard to land transfer, he would have been gratified if 
the observations the president had addressed to them to-day had been in- 
cluded in the report. The matter had been before the society on many 
occasions, and they had always passed a practically unanimous resolution 
in favour of doing something urging inquiry, but from the report it 
would appear that the Council had done nothing beyond sending a formal 
letter of protest to the Lord Chancellor with regard to one individual 
rule. He would have liked the report to have recalled the fact that a 
resolution was passed in a very large meeting at Liverpool in October, 
and t0 have intimated what they had done to further the views expressed 
in it. He did not know whether the members not accustomed to con- 
veyancing work were aware of the latest dodge of the Land Registry 
Office. They were issuing handbills imploring people to come in and 
register—— 

The PresmDENT: I hope you will withdraw that word ‘‘dodge,’’ Mr. 
Rubinstein. We must treat the Lord Chancellor’s high office with respect. 

Mr. RuBINSTEIN said he was not referring to the Lord Chancellor, but 
to the Land Registry. 

The PrestpENT: I beg your pardon. 
deference to the Land Registry Office. 

Mr. RuBINSTEIN said they had issued handbills appealing for support 
in the same way as did the vendors of quack medicines. Something 
ought emphatically to be done by the society to show that they pro- 
tested against such methods of carrying on a Government office. He 
thought he could make one practical suggestion. There were about nine- 
teen or twenty solicitors members of the House of Commons. 
not the Council endeavour to induce these members to combine? There 
were the service members in the House of Commons, who looked after 
the interests of the army, others looking after the navy, and, in fact, 
every calling had its own particular men, who looked after the interests 
of that particular section of the community. Why should not the solici- 
tors, above all men, have combination amongst the members of their 
own profession in the House to watch over their interests? That would 
be a practical way of dealing with this question. They could then bring 
such influence to bear on the authorities that they would not ignore the 
solicitors as they had done hitherto. The last three or four years since 
the Land Transfer Act had come into operation there had been a return 
from the Land Transfer Office of the business done during the preceding 

ear. It showed the number of possessory titles, the number of qualified 
itles, and the number of absolute titles, together with a statement of 
fees extracted for issuing these. He was given to understand that this 
year the Government refused to issue such a return. They did not want 
to let the public know as much as hitherto. Of-course solicitors were 
able to point to the fact that these possessory titles were the only titles 
issued, and the Government did not feel, having regard to the fact that 
these possessory titles were absolutely of no value, that they should make 
it known. They must insist upon it, and get that return in the same 
shape in which it had been issued since the Act came into operation. 
He hoped the president would give the meeting some assurance that that 
would be done. 

Soticrrors TO GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENTS. 

With regard to the paragraph in the report dealing with the appoint- 
ment of a barrister to a Government solicitorship, a had protested in 
earlier days against such an abuse of power. The duties of barristers 
and solicitors were distinct. It could not be to the interest of the 
public that there should be appointed to the office of a solicitor a bar- 
rister who had not the same practical knowledge. It was a gross scandal, 
and ought to be pointed out and stopped. 


NEWSPAPER EXTRACTS FROM WILLS. 


The report also spoke of newspaper extracts from wills. There was a 
terrible danger in the way in which these things were published in the 
papers. There should be some means whereby that wanton interference 
with private affairs, and the exposure day by day of such matters should 

put an end to. He ventured to suggest to the Council whether it 

would not be possible to get up a properly-worded circular letter to all 

the papers, calling attention to the matter,and hoping that it might be 

stopped. He recognised the immense amount of work done by the 

Council, and that they had men on the Council in whom they should 
have every confidence. ' 
Provincrat MEETING. , 

_Mr. Forp joined in warmly congratulating the president on the dis- 
tinction which had been conferred upon him, which, as Mr. Rubinstein 
tad said, was an honour to the whole profession. The report stated that 
the provincial meeting at Liverpool was largely attended, but it did 
hot state the number. 

The Prestpent: I think there were about 600. 

Mr. Forp said he meant members of the society. That included local 
professional men who were not members. 

Che Presment: No, only members of the society can attend the 
meeting. ‘ 

Mr. Forp said that with regard to members’ refreshments the report 
stated that ‘there was on the second year’s working a balance of £67 4s. 5d. 
to the credit of the society. This did not, in the opinion of the Council, 
justify an immediate reduction of the table money.”’ The charge of 8d. 
Was very high, and he would suggest that the Council, having this sum 
in hand, should at once make a small reduction. Really the bulk of the 
men who use the refreshment room were the old club members, and this 
ies eT was intended to drive away the general members, and had 

ect. 


I do not think we owe the same 


Why should. 





Mr, Pur~im™ore asked whether experts had been consulted by the 
Library Committee. 
The Prestpent: No, that is not so. 


County Courts Br. 


Mr. C. H. Morton (Liverpool) said with regard to the County Courts 
Bill that members were aware that the Bill was practically the echo, 
with some additions, of the Bill of last year, and that these additions 
gave power to the Lord Chancellor practically to jockey the whole Bill. 
lt gave power to exclude from the operation of the Bull certain county 
court districts. That, from his point of view, would be a very good 
thing, because he ventured to hope the Lord Chancellor might exclude 
from that Bill the district in which he practised. But it was possible 
to have the Lord Chancellor’s Bill, and all that was required was to 
eliminate from the Bill section 116, which — the plaintiff who 
went into the High Court. He thought it might be suggested to the Lord 
Chancellor that the society should accept his Bill and help it through 
the House of Commons. ‘That it would pass the House of Lords he had 
no doubt. But the objectionable words should be omitted which gave 
practically exclusive jurisdiction to the county courts in actions up to 
£100, allow a concurrent jurisdiction to the High Court and county 
courts, allow a plaintiff to go to either court, and leave to remove the 
action if it was improperly brought in the High Court. There was a 
very strong feeling in the country that the Council made a grave mistake 
in promoting the Bill of last year in the form in which it was promoted. 
It was not that they objected to the county courts having jurisdiction to 
£100, but it was that the solicitor objected to have the grave responsi- 
bility cast upon him of advising a plaintiff to go to the High Court at 
the risk of costs. 

ATTENDANCE OF COUNSEL. 

Mr. Kuweer said that no one could read the report without coming 
to the conclusion that the Council had deserved well of the profession and 
the public for their disinterested and able services. The report said 
nothing about counsel not attending in court after they had been briefed. 
Clients very much objected to solicitors retaining eminent counsel, and 
then, when the case came on, the counsel were not in their places. If a 
solicitor acted in that way he would be responsible for damages. But 
there was no remedy against the barrister. It was perfectly absurd to 
suppose that a law of that kind of the grossest inconsistency could stand 
for long. 
TABLE Money. 

The PreEstpENT said, in answer to Mr. Ford, that there was every 
desire on the part of the Council to reduce the table money as rapidly as 
they could, and to do away with it entirely when opportunity offered— 
that was to say, when they were financially in a position, having regard 
to the expense of the refreshment room. But a resolution had been 
passed by the Council, which re-echoed .the sentiments expressed at a 
general meeting of the members, that the refreshment department must 
be self-supporting. They could not, therefore, merely because they had 
a surplus of £67 for one year, proceed immediately to do away with the 
table money. The matter was constantly before the Council, and they 
desired to act in that direction as soon as they could. 

Lea Epvcarion. 

He had been sorry to hear that Mr. Ford was not satisfied with the 
society’s system of legal education. He did not think he could have 
attended any of the lectures. If he would do so he (the President) thought 
he would find himself very much interested and pleased. The result, at 
any rate, had been that whereas the number of students attending before 
the new system was adopted had fallen to about twenty-five, it was now 
about 130, and it tended to increase. 


County Courts BILL. 


With regard to what Mr. Morton said with reference to the county 
courts, he knew that he expressed the view which was held in Liverpool 
and in other towns of importance. But the information which reached 
the Council from various country districts was to the effect that in general 
the country approved of the Act of last year, and the society must look 
at the general consensus of opinion rather than that of any particular dis- 


trict. 
; ATTENDANCE OF COUNSEL. 


He might remind Mr. Kimber that there was a regulation of the bar that 
where a barrister accepted a brief upon the + ¥~ undertaking that he 


should personally attend throughout the case, he ought, if he did not so 
attend, to return the fee. Therefore he thought it was for the solicitor 
to arrange with the counsel to undertake to attend, or, if the counsel 
would not so agree, to consult his client as to the risk of losing his coun- 
sel’s attendance. No man could be in two places at the same time. He 
did not know what more the Council could do in the matter. 


Lanp TRANSFER ACT. 


Mr. Rusinstern asked whether the Government intended to grant the 
return of the working of the Land Transfer Registry Office? 

The Present said he was not able to answer that question. The 
Government had not made the return. There was some difficulty, he could 
not for the moment explain exactly what it was, about putting the usual 
question which had been put in the House of Commons again. 

The motion for the adoption of the report was then carried. 


THANKS TO PRESIDENT. 
Mr. Metvrit Green (Worthing) moved a vote of thanks to the Presi- 


: dent. The thanks of the members were eminently due to Sir John Gray 
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Hill, not only for his conduct in the chair to-day, but for the excellent 
way in which he had represented the society as their president for the 
last year. The fact that it had happened to Sir John Gray Hill that 
the royal honour of knighthood had been bestowed had been already 
mentioned by two or three speakers, and he need say nothing more on 
that point—it had gratified them all—excepting that although it was an 
honour to the whole profession, it had never been conferred upon one who 
was unworthy of the honour himself. It was usual for persons elected to 
such offices as the presidency of tlie society to say that they hoped they 
would not prove an unworthy successor to the persons who had filled the 
seat in the past; but it was not quite always, although it was very often, 
that they could say, as they could say to-day, that as eminent as other 
holders of the office had been, Sir John Gray Hill was a most worthy 
successor of the best of them. He hoped the society would not lose the 
benefit of his constant presence on the Council because he was no longer 
president. 

Mr. Forp seconded the motion. 

The motion having been carried with acclamation, 

The PREstpENT said: 1 am very grateful to Mr. Green and to Mr. Ford 
and to you all for your great kindness. 





Law Students’ Journal. 
The Law Society. 


Honours Examrnation.—June, 1904, 


At the Examination for Honours of Candidates for Admission on the Roll 
of Solicitors of the Supreme Court, the examination committee recommended 
the following as being entitled to honorary distinction : 


Frrst Crass. 
[In order of Merit. ] 


Hvsert Franxiin Mappers, LL.B. (Lond.), who served his clerkship 
with Mr. Herbert Bowring Lawford, of the firm of Messrs. Sharpe, Parker, 
Prichards, Barham, & Lawford, of London. 

Cranes Mytes Matuews, B.A., LL.B. (Camb.), who served his clerkship 
with Mr. Joseph James, of the firm of Messrs. Mathews, James, & 
Crosskey, of Birmingham ; and Messrs. Sharpe, Parker, Prichard, Barham, 
& Lawford, of London. 

Osartes Aprian AsHrorp Exton, who served his clerkship with Mr. 
Henry Sutton Ludlow, of the firm of Messrs. King & Ludlow, and Mr. 
F. F. Mills, of the firm of Messrs. King & Mills, both of Birmingham. 

Norman Rozertson, who served his clerkship with Mr. Sydney Osborne 
Jenkins, of Cardiff. 

Aurrep Wiit1am Brown, LL.B. (Lond.), who served his clerkship with 
Mr. Albert Joseph Darnell, of the firm of Messrs. Darnell & Price, of 
Northampton. 

Sypvey Bonner Scorr, who served his clerkship with Mr. Abraham 
Brown, of Buxton ; and Messrs. Cree & Sons, of London. 

Faancis Basit Actionsy, M.A., B.C.L. (Oxon.), who served his clerkship 
with Mr. Hugh Bickersteth, of the firm of Messrs. Ellis, Bickersteth, & 
Ellis, of London. 


Srconp C.ass. 
[In Alphabetical Order. ] 


George Kidd Buckley, who served his clerkship with Mr. Frederick 
William Brown, of Southport. 

Samuel Ernest Cash, B.A. (Oxon.), who served his clerkship with Mr. 
Ernest Fitzjohn Oldham, of London. 

Albert Davies, LL.B. (Vict.), who served his clerkship with Mr. Charles 
Frederick Davies, of the firm of Messrs. G. R. Lloyd & Davies, of 
Manchester. 

Walter Cradoc Davies, who served his clerkship with Mr. Evan Robert 
Davies, of Pwllheli. 

Charles Nettelton Dyer, B.A. (Oxon.), who served his clerkship with 
Mesers. Hollams, Sons, Coward, & Hawksley, of London. 

Arthur Anderson Hanhart, B.A., LL.B. (Camb.), who served his 
clerkship with Mr. Nicholas Hanhart, of London. 

Charles Clement Heywood, B.A. (Oxon.), who served his clerk hip with 
Mr. John William Botsford, of the firm of Messrs. Cousins, Botsford, & 
Phoenix, of Cardiff. 

Harold Warters Jackson, LL.B. (Lond.), who served his clerkship with 
Mr. Frederick Uttley Laycock, LL.B., of the firm of Messrs. Laycock & 
Skinner, of Sheffield. 

James Gordon Jeudwine, who served his clerkship with Mr. William 
Barr Danby, of the firm of Messrs. Danby & Epton, of Lincoln ; and 
Messrs. P. & Scorer, of London. 

John Aubrey Catchpole Kennard, who served his clerkship with Mr. 
Walter Robert Kersey, of London. 

George Phillips Paige, B.A. (Oxon.), who served his clerkship with 
Mr. Henry Paige, of the firm of Messrs. Paige & Grylls, of Redruth; and 
Messrs Robbins, Billings, & Co., of London. 

Willis Paterson, who served his clerkship with Mr. A. E. Paterson, of 
the firm of Messrs. Dendy & Paterson, of Manchester; and Mr. Ernest A. 
Fuller, of London. 

Seymour Fell Pope, B.A. (Oxon.), who served his clerkship with Mr, 
L. D. Thomas, of the firm of Messrs. Sparkes, Pope, & Thomas, of Exeter : 
— ; ang Wadham, & Co., of London. 

e enyon Rooke, B.A. (Oxon.), who served his clerkship with 
Mr. Arthur William Rooke, of louton ’ 








Llewellyn Eardley Simpson, B.A., LL.B. (Camb.), who served his clerk. 
ship with Mr. A. Grimwood Taylor, M.A., of the frm of Messrs. Taylor 
Simpson, & Mosley, of Derby; and Messrs. Maude & Tunnicliffe, of 
London. 

Thomas Smith, who served his clerkship with Mr. Angus A. 8. Tulloch, 
of Manchester. 

William Rapsey Southeard, who served his clerkship with Mr. Henry 
John Welch, of London. 

Harry Townsend Watson, B.A. (Oxon.), who served his clerkship with 
Mr. Frederick Parker Morrell, of Oxford. 

Charles Webb, who served his clerkship with Mr. John Charles Buckwel] 
and Mr. George Brackenbury Hodgson Berkeley, both of Brighton. 

Ernest Thomas Wellsted, who served his clerkship with Mr. Edward 
Bedford, of Newhaven. 

Turrp Cass. 


[In Alphabetical Order.] 


James Ball, who served his clerkship with Mr. W. H. J. Platts, of the 
firm of Messrs. Platts, Taylor, & Walter, of London. 

Cecil Robert Brandt, B.A. (Oxon.), who served his clerkship with Mr, 
Alfred Wills, of the firm of Messrs. Stibbard, Gibson, & Co, of London. 

Walter Dyson Briscombe, who served his clerkship with Mr. F. J. Rat- 
cliffe, of Reading; and Mr. A. W. Mills, of London. 

Thomas Jenkins David, who served his clerkship with Mr. Thomas 
Williams, of Neath ; and Mr. G. Edmund Hodgkinson, of London. 

William Henry Davies, who served his clerkship with Mr. D. J. Davies, 
and Mr. Clement P. Cadle, both of Cardiff. 

Edward Fleming Fielding, B.A. (Camb.), who served his clerkship with 
Mr. Phillip George Collins, of the firm of Messrs. Peake, Bird, Collins, & Co., 
of London. 

Phillip Horace Freeman, B.A. (Camb.), who served his clerkship with Mr. 
Henry Symonds, of the firm of Messrs. Sharpe & Symonds, of Bourne- 
mouth; and Messrs. Peacock & Goddard, of London. 

Richard Wilson Handley, B.A. (Oxon.), who served his clerkship with Mr. 
John Hollams, of the firm of Messrs. Hollams, Sons, Coward, & Hawksley. 

Sidney Lancelot Harvey, who served his clerkship with Mr. Arthur 
William Page, of the firm of Messrs. Page & Thompson, of Bristol. 

Arthur Grenville Herbert, B.A., LL.B. (Camb.), who served his clerkship 
with Mr. William Hawkins Herbert, of London. 

Llewellyn Bond Lewis, who served his clerkship with Mr. Joseph Wilson, 
of Long Eaton. 

Ferderick Thorp Linnell, who served his clerkship with Mr. J. J. Johnson, 
of the firm of Messrs. Finch, Johnson, & Co., of Preston. 

Robert Denis Marriott, B.A. (Oxon.), who served his clerkship with Mr. 
Walter Greg, of the firm of Messrs. Cunliffe & Greg, of Manchester; and 
Messrs. Busk, Mellor, & Norris, of London. 

William Thomas Mellows, who served his clerkship with Mr. William 
Mellows, of Peterborough. 

Howell Dawson Mundell, who served his clerkship with Mr. Herbert 
William Dibben, of Wimborne; and Messrs. Lovell, Son, & Pitfield, of 
London. 

John Ewart Salter, who served his clerkship with Mr. William Henderson, 
of the firm of Messrs. Fussell & Co., of Bristol. 

Harold St. George Syms, who served his clerkship with Mr. F. R. Syms 
and Mr. George Beloe Ellis, both of London. 

Ernest Francis Trump, who served his clerkship with Mr. Henry James 
Hobbs, of Bristol. Mt 

Gilbert Trevor Wellington, who served his clerkship with Mr. William 
Langley Smith, of Gloucester; and Mr. C. T. Courtney Lewis, of London. 

James Robert Spencer Young, who served his clerkship with Mr. Martin 
Rees Richards, of the firm of Messrs. Roderick, Richards, & Williams, of 
Llanelly. 

The Gouneil of the Law Society have accordingly given class certificates 
and awarded the following prizes of books : 

To Mr. Madders, the Clement’s-inn Prize, value about £10; and the 
Daniel Reardon Prize, value about 20 guineas. 

To Mr. Mathews, the Clifford’s-inn Prize, value 5 guineas. 

To Messrs. Elton, Robertson, Brown, Scott, oak J Aglionby, the Law 
Society Prizes, value 5 guineas each. 

To Mr. Elton, the John Mackrell Prize, value about £12. 

The Council have given class certificates to the candidates in the Second 
and Third Classes. 

One hundred and fifty-six candidates gave notice for the examination. 





PRELIMINARY EXAMINATION. 


The following candidates (whose names are in alphabetical order) were 
successful at the Preliminary Examination held on the 6th and 7th of 
July, 1904: 


Aldrich, Horace Wilfred 
Archer, John Charles 
Ashlin, Spencer Cocking 
Back, Henry William 
Baddiley, Robert Robeson 
Barnes, Walter James 
Barret, Edward 
Beardsley, Frank 
Bolton, Harry 

Brown, Fred Arthur 
Burridge, Arthur Frank 
Bzyning, Edward Alan 
Church, He 

Cooper, Eric Richmond 


Cooper, Eugene Hingston 
Corser, Fredefick George 
Cottrell, George Swinfen 
Curties, Lionel Charles Alfred 
Dale, Donald Hale 

Davies, David Berwin 

de Gex, Ruthven Gore 
Dickinson, Courtenay 
Duncan, Gordon Apedaile 
Eckersley, Roger Huxley 
Eliiott, Herbert Denis Edlesten 
Evans, Augustus Spike 


Fi ld, Edward John 
soelean, William Thomas 
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Gunner, John Hugh Noyes, Talbot Ronald Arthur 
Hammill, John Herbert 

Havers, Charles Somerset Michael, Conolly O’Gorman 
Heap, Harold Chandler Pare, Maurice 

Heaton, William Hicks Philipps, Charles Murray 
Henley, Herbert George ~ Plumb, Percy — : 
Hodding, Cuthbert Francis Ponting, Phillip William 
Holdnall, Charles Ernest Pyke, George 

Holland, Herbert Douglas Reynolds, Edward Royle 
Holle-Hart, Frederick Rudolph Rigg, Samuel 

Hunter, William Stuart Rippon, Allan William 
Jenkins, George Russell, William 

Kitching, Frederick Overend Russell-Jones, Arthur 
Knowles, Charles Edgar Scott, Francis Gerald 

Kuit, Bernard Southern, Guy 

Lacy-Scott, Geffrey Stokoe, Albert 

Limb, Alonzo Symonds, Daniel George 
Lindsell, William Frederick Thomas, Rees 

Little, Robert Johnston Thomson, Kenneth Roberts 
Longbotham, Cyril Murgatroyd Uridge, Harry James 
Longbourne, Alfred Conyers Vanderpump, Frank Louis 
Loring, Harry Thomas Vos, George Henry 

Lowe, Adgustus Winter Wadeson, Henry Harman 
McLeod, Robert Antony Ward, Ralph McDonald 
Macmin, John Wells, Howard Forrester 
Marks, Aubrey Wyatt Whitlock, Graham Brice 
Marks, Hyman Wickham, Richard Francis Ernest 
May, John Alexander Wilkins, Archie Raymond 
Mockridge, John Humphreys Williamson, Cornelius 
Morse, Cyril Ainslie Wright, Geoffrey Lowndes 
Newland, Norman Chester 


The Dinner to Sir Edward Clarke. 


Tur annual dinner of the Hardwicke Society was held on the 22nd inst. 
Tne function was to commemorate the 40th anniversary of the call to the 
bar of Sir Edward Clarke, K.C., ex-president of the society. 

Mr. P. B. Morxe, the president, occupied the chair; and in addition to 
Sir Edward Clarke the company included Lord Justice Mathew, Lord 
Justice Vaughan Williams, Lord Strathcona, Mr. Justice Buckley, Mr. 
Justice Phillimore, the Attorney-General, the Lord Advocate, the Solicitor- 
General for Ireland, Sir Arthur Wilson, Mr. Thomas Rawle (president of 
the Law Society), Sir John Gray Hill, Sir Lewis Dibdin, K.C. (Dean of the 
Court of Arches), Judge Addison, K.C., Sir Albert de Rutzen, Judge 
Tindal Atkinson, and many members of both branches of the legal 
profession, 

After the loyal toasts, 

‘the Presipent proposed ‘“‘The Health of Sir Edward Clarke.’’ He 
said that their guest from 1862 to 1872 was an active member of the 
society, grudging neither time nor labour in its service. Called to the bar 
in 1864, he was elected secretary iu 1865, which office he continued to hold 
until 1868, when the « ffice of president was created, and he was, very 
fittingly, elected the first president of the society. The eleven years of 
his active membership was a time of great importance to the society, 
which was then set upon the high road to the position which it now 
enjoyed. During the forty years which had elapsed since he became a 
member of the society Sir Edward had conspicuously exhibited, at the 
Hardwicke Society, at the bar, and m Parliament two great qualities 
without which advocacy or statesmanship of any high order was 
impossible—he meant courage and independence. 

Sir Epwarp OLarke, in responding to the toast, said he had long and 
pleasant associations with the Hardwicke Society, and on that occasion 
when its members had invited him to be their guest his mind was carried 
back to those early days when he was looking forward to work at the bar, 
and when, as one of the chief instruments of his preparation for that work, 
he joined the Hardwicke Society. It was not the first debating society 
with which he had been associated. In 1859, when aclerk in the India 
Office, he was the leader of the Conservative party in the debating society 
at the evening classes for young men, of which, in its present form as the 
City of London College, he had the honour to be president. At tre time 
he was eighteen years of age. The leader of the Liberal party, with 
whom he often came in conflict, was a man equally venerable in age and 
experience, Mr. W. R. Stephens, a clerk in the solicitor's office of the 
South-Eastern Railway. Five years later, when he was called to the bar, 
Mr. Stephens managed somehow to get him his first brief. There was 
another instance of the way in which debating societies had helped him, 
as he hoped they would help many other young men in time to come. 
Judge Atkinson might remember the evening of the ‘Socials ” at the 
Rainbow Tavern, when, in the absence of the allotted opener, he was 
called upon to open the debate. A solicitor present—providentially 
—determined to give him a brief, and in 1865 did so. The case 
was one of extradition, and he sacrificed his Long Vacation to 
Write a book on ‘‘ Extradition.’”’ That book had brought him a 
good many guineas, and reputation worth more than guineas. 
Debating societies were a very important element in his preparation for a 
professional career. In the Hardwicke Society he got something better 

even association with a particular friend or a brief in a particular 
case. To debate in the Hardwicke Society questions of serious importance 
With Frederic Harrison, Montague Cookson, and Leonard Courtney, who 
Were the three men with whom he was most associated in his early days, 
Was an education never to be disregarded. He had never from that time 
failed to impress upon all the young men with whom he might have an 











influence the importance of debate in a debating society. If he were 
asked what were the requirements of success at the bar, he should be 
inclined to mention three—he did not say they were absolutely essential, 
but they were very important—first, the barrister should have a good deal 
of ambition; secondly, he should have very little money; thirdly, he 
should be very much in love. He had the advantage of all three, and he 
had not the least doubt that that fortunate combination helped him a great 
deal to his position at the bar. This was not, however, a farewell dinner. 
It was not an occasion on which the juniors told the old “‘ stager’’ that it 
was time he took his farewell benefit. It was a celebration which shewed 
that the Hardwicke Society saw no reason to be ashamed of the 
course taken by a former secretary during his forty years in the profession, 
While a boy in his father’s shop in the City, his great ambition was to 
represent the City in Parliament, and with this ambition in view he joined 
the bar. His next ambition was to be Attorney-General. Now, however, 
during the warm weather of the last fortnight he did not envy the 
Attorney-General. Mentioning the Attorney-General, he would take this 
opportunity of saying how fortunate the country was in having, at this 
time of serious and anxious difficulty, Sir Robert Finlay in office. 
Recently, while the law officers were busy fulfilling their trying duties, he 
had been able to console himself by having a few sets of tennis before 
dinner and a mile or two miles on the river after dinner in the pleasant 
summer moonlight. And now, after forty years at the bar, he did not 
think he had anything to wish for. His happiest thought was that he had 
the goodwill, confidence, and regard of the men amongst whom he worked, 
and it was a delight to think that his sons would in the future remember 
how their father was honoured. 

Mr. J. H. M. Campsett, M.P., proposed the toast of ‘‘ The Bench.” 

Lord Justice VauGHan W1L.1AMs responded, observing in the course of his 
speech that when he rose in his profession it was largely in consequence 
of the assistance and encouragement that he received from his old friend 
Sir E. Clarke. 

The toast of ‘“‘The Bar,’’ proposed by Sir Jonn. Gray HILL, was 
responded to by the Arrorney-GENERAL, who remarked, that no one had 
ever held their profession at a higher point than the guest of the society 
that evening. 

The Common Serszeant proposed the last toast—‘‘The Hardwicke 
Society ’’—and Lord Justice Marnew responded. 








Obituary. 
Mr. C. H. Bromby. 


By the death on Sunday last, after a short illness, of Mr. Charles Hamilton 
Bromby, the Temple has lost a well-known figure. He was educated at 
Cheltenham College and St. Edmund Hall, Oxford, and was called to the 
bar in 1867, shortly afterward joining the then Northern Circuit and the 
Hull and Leeds Sessions. About thirty years ago he migrated to 
Tasmania and became a member of the New South Wales and Tasmanian 
bars, being the Attorney-General of the latter colony in 1876-8, and also 
a member of its Executive Council and Legislative Assembly. Since his 
return to England in 1879, though he still practised at the bar, and 
became a revising barrister on the North-Eastern Circuit, he was perhaps 
better known as a student of Chaucer and Dante than as a lawyer, for he 
frequently gave instructive and entertaining lectures on Chaucer, and 
published the first English translation of the little-known ‘‘ Question 
between the Land and the Water’’ of Dante, with the modest excuse 
that he did it ‘‘ because no one else had doneit.’’ Mr. Bromby was a son 
of Bishop Bromby, who survives him, and he counted the founder of the 
Bodleian Library among his maternal ancestors. He married a daughter 
of the late Mr. Hensman, who practised as a solicitor in London for nearly 
sixty years. Mr. Bromby will long be remembered at the Temple as a 
man of much learning and conversational wit. 


Mr. W. C. Druce. 


Mr. William Charles Druce, barrister-at-law, died on the 21st inst. after 
undergoing an operation. He was the son of Mr. William Druce. of 
Cheyne-walk, Chelsea, and was called to the bar in 1863, after obtaining 
a certificate of honour in the May examination of that year. He had an 
extensive conveyancing practice, and had the confidence of several 
important firms of solicitors. Mr. Druce was a good real property lawyer, 
and judging from the specimens of his work which have come under the 
notice of the present writer, was a remarkably terse draughtsman of the 
modern school. He was characterized by an old-fashioned courtesy of 
manner and a kindliness which endeared him to his friends. 








It is stated that Mr. Charles Beal and Mr. Walter Leach will be the 
Chancery registrars in attendance during the Long Vacation, the former 
taking the first part and the latter the second half of the vacation. 

In the House of Commons, on the 21st inst., Mr. MacNeill asked the 
First Lord of the Treasury whether his attention has been directed to the 
inconvenience to suitors owing to the undermanned condition of the 
English judicial bench and the consequent congestion of business and the 
loss of tyme and expense thereby entatled ; and whether he proposed any, 
and if so what, remedy for this defect in the administration of justice. 
Mr. Balfour said: My attention has been called to the circumstances 
mentioned by the hon. gentleman. As I understand them, the observa- 
tions made by the Chief Justice would seem to indicate that the hon, 
member's view of the present judicial situation is based on a 
misapprehension. 
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Legal News. 


Appointments. 


Mr. Tomas Rawtz, the new President of the Law Society, was born at 
Taunton in 1842, his father being the manager of the West of England 
Bank in that town. He was articled in the year 1859 to Messrs. Blandy & 
Blandy, of Reading, and coming to London in 1863, served the last year of 
his articles with Messrs. Gregory & Rowcliffes, of Bedford-row; and, 
having been admitted in 1864, he became a partner in the firm in 1866, 


“when the style of the firm was changed to Gregory, Rowcliffes, & Rawle. 


The firm has now become Rowcliffes, Rawle, & Co., and Mr. Rawle is the 
senior partner. Mr. Rawle was elected on the Council of the Law Society 
in 1894. In 1897 he was appointed solicitor to the Honourable Society of 
Lincoln’s-inn, and he is a director of the following insurance companies : 
Legal and General, Law Fire, and Law Guarantee. In 1881 he married 
Miss Heatley, niece of the late Mr. George Burrow Gregory, M.P., but 
became a widower in 1900. As a member of the Royal Berkshire 
Volunteers, in which corps he served four years, he was present at the 
review held in Hyde Park in 1860 by the late Queen and the Prince 
Consort. He belongs to several golf clubs, and is the president of the 
Solicitors’ Golfing Society. 

Messrs. W. Arrieron, A. H. Brrrieston, G. A. Bonner, H. D. Bonsey, 
W. J. Brooxs, D. Daty, H. W. Disney, T. D. Lawrancr, E. Lumtey, 
G. Sms, J. H. Ernerineton Smita, Josern Suirn, and T. Trevor Wuire, 
barristers-at-law, have been appointed Revising Barristers on the Midland 
Circuit during the ensuing year. 


Mr. B. R. Stransrexp, barrister-at-law, has been appointed a Revising 
Barrister on the North-Eastern Circuit, in the place of the late Mr. C. H. 
Bromby. 





Information Required. 


£100 Reward.—Re Tuomas Ricuarp Linrtorr, deceased, of 40, High- 
street, Plumstead, Kent, Pawnbroker.—Missing Will.—The above reward 
of £100 will be paid by Robert Lintott to any person who will deliver to 
the undersigned the last Will of the above-named Thomas Richard 
Lintott, deceased, which is supposed to have been made about the year 
1893, or who will give such information as will lead to the discovery of 
such will or the draft thereof, together with such particulars necessary to 
enable probate to be obtained thereof.—Frank Evelyn Jones, 63, Queen 
Victoria-street, London, E.C., solicitor for the said Robert Lintott. 





Changes in Partnerships. 


Admission. 


Mr. Nicholas Hanhart, solicitor, of 20, Southampton - street, High 
Holborn, London, has admitted his son, Mr. Arraur A. Hannart, into 
era The firm will, under the style of Hanhart & Co., continue 
he practice. 





General. 


The Chicago Law Journal says that an advertising concern recently 
forwarded a letter to a town addressed to ‘‘ any reputable attorney.”” The 
postmaster returned it endorsed, ‘‘ Not here.”’ 


At the Nottingham Assizes, on the 21st inst., George Marshall, solicitor, 
was found guilty of fraudulently converting to his own use certain sums of 


‘money, amounting to £12,000, the property of the Duke of Newcastle, 


between January, 1902, and January, 1904. On the 22nd inst., Mr. Justice 
Bray, in passing sentence said: ‘‘George Marshall, after a long and 
= hearing, after a most able defence by your able counsel, and after 
ng and careful consideration by the jury, you have been found guilty of 
the serious crime of having taken £12,000 from the moneys entrusted 
to you. by the Duke of Newca-tle. There are circumstances which 
aggravate your crime. First, you are a solicitor, an officer of the court, 
ut into a position which enabled you to take advantage of other men. 
hen dealing with an offence committed by a solicitor the court is bound 
to award a more severe sentence than in other cases. The second circum- 
stance is that you took a very large sum at a time when, from the position 
of yourself and your firm, you could have had no hope of ever replacing 
it. Thirdly, you concocted the story of the existence of these notes and 
the sham robbery, and you went into the witness-box to supportit. But 
for the recommendations I have received I should have been bound to 
award the mazimum sentence provided by the Act. I have doubted 
whether I should give weight to these recommendations. I can appreciate 
the reasons which have influenced the Duke of Newcastle in giving his. I 
ought not to act on that alone, But on account of your age I thinka 


_ punishment of penal servitude would fall more heavily upon a man of your 


age than upon a younger one. I reduce it, therefore, from seven years to 
five. I must sentence you to five years’ penal servitude.” 


There have been some important observations on the Poor Prisoners’ 


. Defence Act, 1903, during the week. At the Stafford Assizes Mr. Justice 


Bucknill, says the Times reporter, said that, as considerable misappre- 


- hension prevailed in respect of the Act, he proposed to make some general 


obs-rvations. The idea prevailed to scme extent, and some clerks to 


| justices sugocnnd to entertain it, that justices were right in certifying for 
en 


egal aid whenever they thought it desirable in the interests of justice that 





prisoners should be defended ; such was not the true view of the Act, j 
could only be put into force when it appears desirable “‘ having regan 
to the nature of the defence set up by any poor prisoner, as disclosed jp 
the evidence given or statement made by him before the com 
justice’: section 1 (1). The effect and, indeed, the ebject of this was ty 
induce defendants to put forward their defences before the magistrate, 
and not wait till they should have counsel. At the Warwick Assizes, on 
Saturday, Lord Alverstoné, in charging the grand jury, referred to the 
working of the Poor Prisoners’ Defence Act. He said that during the six 
months since the Act had come into force there had been some differencs 
of practice among magistrates as to its scope and the principle upon which 
it should be applied, and the Home Office had received many communica. 
tions on the subject. This made it desirable that he should explain the 
guiding principles of the Act, as to which he was in agreement with the 
remarks of Mr. Justice Bucknill at the Stafford Assizes. The Act was not 
intended to give a prisoner legal assistance in order to find out if he had 
got a defence. He was not to have solicitor or counsel assigned to him for 
sach a purpose. The governing principle of the Act was that people who 
had a defence should have every inducement to tell the truth about it at 
the earliest opportunity. Assistance under the Act could only be given 
where both (1) the nature of the defence as disclosed was such that in the 
interests of justice the prisoner should have legal aid to make his defence 
clear ; and (2) where also his means were insufficient for that end. Magis. 
trates would have little difficulty in deciding the second point, which was 
easily ascertainable by the ordinary means of information. As regards the 
first point, they should bear in mind that by a defence disclosed was 
meant not only a defence stated by the prisoner at the end of the hearing, 
but a defence disclosed on cross-examination or by questions the prisoner 
might ask or by remarks he interposed, or even in some cases such as 
might appear on the face of the evidence called for the prosecution. All 
they had to be sure of was that a defence requiring legal consideration was 
disclosed at the time by a prisoner devoid of pecuniary means. The Act 
was passed in the interest of innocent persons ; and such would be wise in 
future not to ‘‘ reserve their defence,’’ but to disclose it at once, so that it 
could be investigated. The prisoner would thus prevent the suggestion 
that he had kept back his defence so as to give the prosecution no oppor- 
tunity of investigating it. 








Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Rora oF ReGistrars In ATTENDANCE ON 





Date Emercency <Apreat Court Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
. Rota. 0. 2. KEKEWICH. Farwell, 
1 Mr. Theed Mr. Pemberton Mr. W. Leach Mr. Farmer 
W. Leach Jackson Theed King 
Church Pemberton W. Leach Farmer 
Greswell Jackson Theed i 
King Pemberton W. Leach Farmer 
Farmer Jackson Theed i 
Date Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
- Buck.ey. JOYCE. Swinren Eapy. WaskineTos. 
Monday, August ...... 1 Mr. Carrington Mr. Greswell Mr. Godfre Mr. Jackson 
Tuesday ios coeiaai 2 Beal panne B. Leach —— 
Carrington Teswi rey 
Beal Church R. Leach Carrington 
Carrington Greswell Godfrey R. Leach 
Beal Church R. Leach Godfrey 











Winding-up Notices. 
London Gazette.—Faipay, July 22. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LimitTeD 1n CaANCERY. 

Euvu Misine Synpicate, Lourep (1x Liquipation)—vreditors are required, on or before 
Aug 31, to send in their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, 
to Henry Malcolm Hubbard, Bond ct House, Walprook - 

Farncombe Pargr Co, Limitep Petn for winding up, p ted a | 18, directed to be 
heard Aug 2. Williams & Co, Broad st pl, Finsbury cireus. otice of appearing 
must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of Aug 1 

“ House Synpicate, Limirep ”—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 24, to send their 
names addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Percy Allan Bowyer, 
3, Eastchea; 

Jonss & Uo (Westuten, Limtrep—Petn for winding up, presented July 16, directed tobe 
heard at the Shirehall, Worcester, Aug 23. Gateley & Son, Birmingham, solors for 
petner. Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the 
afternoon of Aug 22 - 

Kay & Warrrakes, Limitep (1n Votuntary Liguipation)—Creditors are ry on 
or before Aug 26, to send in their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts 
or claims, to John Edward Halliday, 13, Spring gdns. Crofton & Co, Manchester, solr 
for liquidator 

M O Synpicate, Limirep—Petn for winding up, presented July 18, directed to be heard 
Aug 2. Morley & Co, Gresham house, Old Bi st. Notice of appearing must reach 
the above-named not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of Aug 1 

New ZeaLaxp Cop Storace Co, Limrzp—Petn for @inding up, presented July 18, 
directed to be heard Aug 2. Edmunds & Rutherford, Gt Winchester st, r 
petners. Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o'clock in the 
afternoon of Aug 1 Sng 

Nicket Cycre Tuse Co, Limrrep—Petan for winding up, mted July 19, directed to 
heard Aug 2. Sharpe & Co, New ct, Carey st, for » Bi ham, solors 
petners. Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in 
afternoon of Aug 1 





= 


fis: 


London Gazette.—Toxspay, July 26. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES, 
Limirep in CHANCERY. 

Aston Sramprna Co, Liurep—Petn for winding up, presented June 30, directed to be 
heard at the Court House, Corporation st, Bi , Aug 4, at 10.30a.m. Jaquet 
Sons, Birmingham, for by ane & Parker, Sheffield, sclors for petner. Notie a 

appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6’o’clock in afternoon of Aug? 


























































To 
To 
POLIC 


CORN 
SHAR 
Ex 


ADAMSON, 
ATHERTON, 
Barus, Ja 
BAMBERGE: 
Fins 
Bracuey, 
Beag, W: 
Begca, Jo 
BELLIs, M 
Beynert, 
Beywyert, . 
Besos, L 
Cave, R 
CrowrHER 
Das, Bes 
Doorson, | 
Dowygs, 4 
Spri 
Epwarbs, 
Epwarps, 


t 
Fizrcuer, 
Oxo 
Paygr, Ce 
hall 
Gags, Sa 
FORD, 
Hirst, Jo: 
Hory, Pa 
Cro 


, 
Hvcurs, ( 


Jzrverys, 
Ken 


B: 


ABRAHAM: 
ro | 
Baccatns 
Bisgop, E 


ne ay 





































































1904, 


e Act, It 
ng regard 
sclosed in 
om mitti 
his was to 


Lssizes, on 
red to the 
ng the six 
difference 
pon which 
mmunica- 
cplain the 
| With the 
ct was not 
if he had 
to him for 
eople who 
about it at 
r be given 


e hearing, 
® prisoner 
8 such ag 
tion. All 
ration was 
The Act 
be wise in 
so that it 
suggestion 
no oppor- 


fr. Justice 


on or before 
ts or claims, 


irected to be 
of appearing 
g1 e 
to send their 
lian Bowyer, 
irected to be 
n, solors for 
"clock in the 
required, on 
of their debts 
hesier, solors 


| to be heard 
- must reach 


ted July 18, 
t, solors 
clock in the 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL. 


{ Vol. 48.) 663 





_Jily 30,1904 





ina Co, Limrrep—Creditors are required, on or before Aug 27, to send their 

ee caw pool and the particulars of their debts or claims, to uncan Frederick 
Basde’ St Swithin’s In } 

Kw! Se Conoasenon, Limrrrp—Petn for winding up, presented July 21, directed to be 
. aug 9. Ashley & Co, St Stephen’s chmbrs, Telegraph st, solors for 78. 
Noticeof appearing mnst reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the oon. 

5 

Weeane-OLivER, Lourrp—Creditors are required, on or before Sept 5, to send their names 
‘a €addresses, and the particulars of their debts and claims, to F F Dennell, 181, Upland 
r Dulwich 








The Property Mart. 


Sales of the Ensuing Week 


Aug. 4.—Messrs. H. E. Foster & CRanFrizLp, at the Mart, at 2:— 
REVERSIONS : : . 
To One-third of a Trust Fund invested in Home and Foreign Railway Stocks, &c , 
value £5,674 10s.; lady aged 61. Solicitor, M. L. B. Braund, Esq.. London. 
To a Legacy of £1,000; lady aged 62. Solicitors. Messrs. Peters & Bolton, London. 
To One-third of £958 10s. 6d. Consols, and One-third of Surplus Income, amount- 
ing to £250 per annum, derived frum Fresholds at Gravesend and Sheerness ; 
male life aged 66. Also to One-seventh of Freehold Ground-rents ut Fulham, 
of — 6s.; two ladies, aged about 60. Solicitors, Messrs. Adams & Adams, 
London. a 
To One-fifth of a Trust Estate, represented i! Bank of England ‘and Railway 
Stock, &c., value £12,000; lady aged 66. Solicitor, G. M. Light, Esq., London. 
To Oue-fifth of 28,400 rupees India 3} per cent. Loan, 1833; gentleman aged 70 
To 6-25ths of £944 9s. 84. India 34 per Cent. Stock ; lady aged 71. Also 
POLICIES for: £1,50°, £1,000, £1,000, 10,000 Rupees, £500, £500, £500, £400, £1°0, 
£100. Solicitors, Messrs. Rising & Ravenscroft, Lundon. _ - 
LIFE INTEREST in £6,739 4s. 5d. Consols, with Policies, ting, with b > 
to £2,700; lady aged 79. Solicitor, W. H. Hargraue, Esq , London. — 
CORN RENT-CHARGES, amounting to £70 per annum. Solicitors, L. R. Nash, Esq , 
igh Wycombe, and C. E. Bullf.rd, Esq., Watlington. 
SHARES: 


Exeter Railway Co., 100 Ordinary Shares of £10 each, fully paid; Teignmouth 
Quay Co. (Limited), 57 Shares of £5 each, fully paid; Dartmouth Gas, Coke, 
and Coal Co. (Limited), 20 Shares of £8 each (£6 10s. paid) ; Chagford and 
Devon Electric Light Co. (Limited), 100 Shares, £1 each ; Teignmouth Coffee 
Tavern Co. (Limited), 275 Shares, £1 each’; Atlas Tin Mining Co. (Limited), 
250 Shares, £1 each; Tocopilla Copper Mining and Smelting Co. ‘ Limited), 
1,000 Shares, £1 each ; Corona Hill silver Mining Co. (Limited), 900 Shares, 
at £5 each; The Great Tywarnhaile Mining Co.. 58 Shares. £100 each (£40 
paid) ; and Shares in other Companies. Solicitors, Messrs. Druces & Attlee, 
London. (See advertisements, this week, back page.) 











Creditors’ Notices. 
Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


Last Day or CLam. 
London Gasette.—Fripay, July 22. 


Apauson, James, West Hartlepool Augi Harrison & Son, West Hartlepool 

AtueRrTON, WILLIAM, Hindley, Lancs, Grocer Aug 31 Ramwell, Hindley 

Baines, James Epear, Dinan, France Sept 20 Richardson, Suffolk st, Pall Mall 

Bawpexcer, STANLEY, Drapers gdns, Stockbroker Sept 2 Goldberg & Co, West st, 
Finsbury circus 

Braciey, Cuaries. Selborne, Hants, Carman Aug 23 Turner, Guildford 

Beatz, Wit.1aM, Holloway rd, Islington Aug3l1 Pakeman &Read, Ironmonger In 

Bercu, Joun, Hoole, nr Chester Aug 22 Brassey, Chester 

BELLIs, Many ErueLrepa, Eastbourne Sept 3 Bishop, Brighton 

Brsyett, Aticia, Kingswood ay, Queen’s Park Aug 25 Bennett, Kingswood av 

Bryyett, Jonn, Goole, Yorks, Merchant Aug 31 Kngland & Son, Goole 

Brxezr, Lewis Curwoon, Reigate Sept 10 Wilde & Co, College hill 

Cavett, Ropert Tuomas, Chatham, Tailor Aug 23 Brown & Brown, Deal 

CrowrHer, WILLIAM, Doncaster Sept 21 Allen, Doncaster 

Dass, Benyamin. Carlton in Lindrick, Notts,Grocer Augi8 JS & C A Whall, Worksop 

Doorsox, Joun, Hindley, Wigan, Lancs, Bricklayer Aug 31 Ramwell, Hindley 

a seage Macuean, Springtield, Tiverton, Devon Aug 19 Hopgoods & Dowson, 

pring gans 

Epwarps, Diana, Denbigh Aug 20 Jones & Francis, Denbigh 

Epwarps, WiL.ulam, Salop and Montgomery Counties Asylum, nr Shewsbury, Labourer 

Sept 21 Roberts, Shewsbury 

Fiztcuzr, Henry Srupp, Upper Lydbrook, Glos, Surgeon Sept 1 Lightfoot, Thame, 


Oxon 

—_, a Samira, Euston sq Sept 1 Peters & Bo.ton, Guildhall chmbrs, Basing- 
all st 

Gaccs, Saran Mancarert, Luddington Aug 20 England & Son, Goole 

Hearogp, Magia, Buxton Augl §Sshipton, Buxton 

Hinst, Josepu, Shrewsbury Oct1 GR & C E Wace, Shrewsbury 

7m Sassen, Thornton Heath, Medical Practitioner Aug 31 Edridge & Newnham, 
roydon 

Hucurs, Caro.ine Courtenay, Whimple, Devon Sept 20 James & Snow, Exeter 

Jzrrerys, a Henry, Kendal, Card Manufacturer Aug 20 Arnold & Green wood, 
en 





Jouxson, Epwarp, Lancaster. Furniture Dealer Aug 23 Holden & Co, Lancaster 
Lacey, Ricnanp Groner, Cookham, Berks Aug20 Ray & Flower- Ellis, Gt Portland st, 
Portlan i ie 
LAnGstarr, Raw Janz, Wimbledon Sept30 Wynne & ome, Hew ct, Lincoln's inn 

Lewis, Joux, Upton Park, Essex Sept 3v Ol & Co, Wall ik 

Lona, Evizaneta, Kinsley, nr Wakefield Aug 24 Patterson, Longton, Staffs 

Lona, Mary, Woodmansterne, nr Epsom Aug 31 Mason & Co, Gresham st 

Matuey, WitL1AM Henry, Egremont, Chester Aug13 Sy i , 

Mansnatp, Exvtza, Woodhouse Eaves, Leicester Aug 24 J & 8 Harris, Leicester 
Murcu, ALFRED, Bournemouth, Dental & Aug 22 Naunton & Son, Oxford st 
Mycock, omsrn, See Chester Sept 23 T&AL trowneon. Hyde _ ze 
Paog, Exxa Iba, itchurch, Devon Sept 1 Speechly & Co, New sq. Lincoln's inn 
Percevat, Marta, Monte Carlo Aug 31 Hunter & Haynes, New sq, Lincoln’s inu 
Pratt, Anx Rosa, Torquay Aug 20 ideaux, Goldsmiths’ Hall s 
Ripaway, Epwarp Pgacoce, Lower Broughton, Salford, Insurance Agent Aug20 Sims, 


Manchester 
Swit, Gzoras, Bierton, Bucks Aug 23 Wilkins, Aylesbury 
Switu, Louisa, P 8t Mary, Norfolk Aug 22 Wiltshire & Sons, Gt Yarmouth 
Srower, Joay, Olveston,Glos Sept 1 Crossman & Co, Thornbury, RSO, Glos 
Sucpes, Lizzie, Stocktonon Tees Sept 1 Downey, Stockton on Tees 
Symons, Caro.ing, Belgrave rd Sept 21 Hawk.ns, Birmingham 
West, Epwarp, Banstead, Surrey Aug 23 Rowland & Hutchinson, Croydon 
Wuirwortn, Rosert, Luton, House Agent Aug 25 Singleton, Luton 
Wixuiamson, Joun, Misson, nr Ba . Notts, Farmer Sept 1 Marsh & Son, Rotherham 
Wi.son, Exviza Janz Cotiinewoon, borough Aug 23 Gales & Boulton, Sunderland 
Worrtutxetoy, Gzorcz Hicerxsortrom, Levenshulme, Sept 5 Brooks & Co, 


r 
London Gazette.—Turspay, July 26. 
BEvuamy, Freperick, Cann Hall, Leyton, Essex Aug 31 Sharman, Stratford : 
Bevan, Mary Anne Esruer, Crickhowell, South Wales Sept 2 Grice-Hutchinson, Birk- 
bank chmbrs 
Borsz, ADALBERT WALDEMAR, Bishopsgate st Within, Merchant Sept 5 Sole & Co, 
Aldermanbury ; 
Carrs, Ronert Henry, New Cross Sept 10 Clark, St John’s Vicarage, Guernsey 
Carpenter, Admiral the Hon Watrer Cecit, Kiplin, nr Northallerton Sept12 Walker 
& Co, Theobald’s rd, Gray’s inn Me 
Carrer, Tuomas, Midviile, Lincs, Farmer Sept 1 Carter, Midville 
Duny,fArice Ciara, Old Kent rd Aug 81 Reep & Co, Gt 8t Thomas Apostle, Queen st 
Eu1is, Jostan, Walberton, nr Arundel, Brewer’s Clerk Aug 26 Cook & Kilis, Mark In 
Esner, Right Hon Eveeniz, Dowager Viscountess, Ennismore gins Aug 2) Few & Co, 
Surrey st, Stra: 4 
pom, a Woops, Southport, Brick Manufacturer Aug 26 Oppenheim & Son, 
iverpoo 
Govutrnorr, Witt1AM, Barmborough, Yorks Aug10 Taylor & Co, Doncaster 
Grancr, Ann, Manchester Aug9 Winterbotham, Royal Courts of Justice, London — 
Hawyxinsoy, Rev Epwarp Francis Epwarps, Billingford, Nurfokk Aug 30 Partridge 
& Co, King’s Lynn é 
Hasker, .~ "3 Frances, 8t Leonards on Sea Aug 31 Patersons & Co, Lincoln's 
» inn fie 
eee eee Epwarp, Buntingford, Herts Sept 29 Gayton & Hare, Much Hadham, 
rts 


e 

Hicks, Henry, Old Ford, Sept 1 Tatham & Co, Queen Victoria st - 

Hix, Wriu1am, Halesowen, Worcester, Farmer Aug 13 Cooksey, Old Hill, Staffs 
Horxins, Wii114m, Liverpool Avg 25 Stephenson, Liverpool : 
—— Grorez Wuitr, Canonbury, Dealer in Furniture Aug 29 Cook & Ellis, 


in 

Hupson, Ann, Bushell, Yorks Oct1 Cook & Fowler, Scarborough 

Janson, CAROLINE, Walthamstow Aug 29 Waltons & Co, Leadenhall st 

Jerrery, Louisa, Datchet, Bucks a= 31 Barrett, Slough 

Jounson, Jonny, Carshalton Sept1 Metcalfe & Sharpe, Chancery )n 

Keswick, Joan Jonnstone Jarpine, Lockerbie, Dumfries, Scotland Sept 15 Sanderson 
& Co, Queen Victoria st 

Lacey, Cuarves, Victoria Park, South Hackney Sept 1 Ward & Co, Gracechurch st 

Laker, Exviza Evten, Faversham Sept10 Tassell & Son, Faversham 

a! os Ellesmere Port, Chester, Boot Manufacturer Aug 12 Read & Brown, 

iverpoo! 

Lana.ey, Benvamin, Stoke Poges, Bucks, Grocer Aug 31 Barrett, Slough 

Lioyp, 5 uname Croydon sept 1 Webbers & Duncan, Southampton bldgs, Chan- 
cery 

loo, Rozsert Barrows, Queen’s Park, Willesden Aug 31 Double, Fore st, 

ripplegate 

Luckine, Henry WiLu1aM, Prittlewell, Essex Aug 21 Todd & Co, Southend on Sea 

Mai, E.izaspera Jane, Newcastle upon e 1 Winn, Newcastle upon Tyne 

Ma oomson, WiLu14M, Liverpool Sept 10 Rees & Co, Liverpool 

Masterman, Emma, Gillygate, York Sept 1 Dent & Scruton, York 

Meaainson, Evizapeta, borough Oct1 Cook & Fowler, Scarborough 

Mis, Ciara, Handsworth, Music Teacher Aug 30 Hall, Walsall 

Paterson, GrorGE SippaLp, Weston super Mare Sept1 Smith & Sons, Weston super 


ore 

Pirpeam, Emma, Reading Aug 31 Brain & Brain, Reading 

Ripier, WiLt1AM, Clacton on Sea Aug 29 Edwards, inghall st 

Ross. Mary Ann, Liverpool Aug 31 Suter, Liverpool 

Ses@eant, WaLTER Leepsam, Ranby, Lincs, Farmer Sept 24 Sergeant, Goxhill, Lincs 

SueruerD, Eveanon, Eccles, Lanes Sept 23 Ogden, Manchester 

Samira, Tuomas Henry, Cloudesley st, ae gd Aug 10 Stimgon, Moorgate st 

Spencer, Exvizaseta Ann, Methwold, Norfolk Aug 22 Mellor, Downham Market 

Srorer, Joun, Didsbury, Lancs Aug3 Unsworth. ester 

Sutton, Mary Jemma Manners, Devonshire st, 8t Marylebone Sept'1 A & H White, 
Gt Marlborough st 

Twice, ALBERT, Sheffield, Licensed Victualler Sept 3 Newsom, Sheffield 

Weepina, WiLt1am Henry Ranpxes, Therfield, nr Royston Sept 1 Court, Liverpool 

Wixinson, Henry, Hillsborough, Sheffield Sept 5 tt, Sheffield 

Worstey, AcnesIsaBevia, Scarborough Septi Heylett & Co, Malton, Yorks 








Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazeue.—Fripay, July 22. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Live 
Davizs, 
7 


Davies, Ricnagp, 
Pet July 20 Ord 


Abeanaus, Josnua, Beresford st, Camberwell, Boot Dealer | Dickson, Rosert, Liverpool, Pawnbroker Liverpool Pet 


High Court Pet July 18 Oid July Qu 
Axpaew. Joserpa Batpwiy, Ayilestone, Leicester, Com- 
2 mercial Traveller Leicester Pet July2 Ord July 20 
AGGALEY, Frep Kanast, Urmston, nr Manchester, B st 
8 Manchester Pet July 19 Ord Juty 19 } 
isHoP, Epira, Newcastle on Tyne, Pickle Merchant New- | 
- castleon Tyne Pet July 20 Ord July 20 | 
ie, Wi.u1am, Chatsworth rd, Clapton, Greengrocer 
High Court Pet July 20 Ord July 20 
RADBURY, Joun Witi1am, No itingham, Clerk Nottingham | 
| 


July 20 Ord July 20 


14 Ord July 19 
Every, WI..iaMm, 


FiLercHer, GexaLp, 
Pet Jul 


fet July 18 Ord July 18 11 Ord July 11 


Snes, Wituiam Learnam, Pall Mall High Court Pet Green, Cuartorre, Wigan, General Dealer Wigan Pet 


y17 Ord June 14 July 12 Ord July 12 


B ‘ 
an Groner, Wotton St Mary Without, Glos, Carver Green, WitLiaM, Dudley, Worcester, Draper Dudley Pet 


oucester Pet July 16 Ord July 16 
Buonaxan, Epwarp ADOLPHUS, 
Agent Brighton Pet July 18 


July 19 Ord July 19 
Ord July 18 | 


Corrie & Co, Epwakxp, Liverpool, Cake Manufacturers 
ol Pet = 30 Ord July 18 | 

ENJAMIN Bateman, Cardigan, Maesteg, Tailor | Harwoop, Tuomas, Rishton. 
Cardiff Pet July 20 Ord July 20” sa | ‘ ‘ 


Dixon, Freprrick, Dulwich, Public House Manager High 
Court Pet July 16 Ord July 16 
Dopps, H R, Redland, Bristol, Builder 


Compton > gto 

Traveller Cheltenham Pet July18 Ord July 18 
Birmingham, Baker i 

19 Ord July 19 

GouLpina, Sanan, Wigan, Tripe Dealer Wigan Pet July 


Brighton, Commission | Hamiuron, ANDREW, Newcastle on Tyne, Draper’s Manager 
Newcastle on fyne Pet July 19 Ord July lv 


Cheetham, Manchester, Jeweller Man- 
Pet July 19 Ord July 19 


Lancs, Butcher Blackburn 


Harris, Lazarus, 
chester 


Pet July19 Ord July 19” 


ene, Denbigh, Farmer Wrexham | Hexpy, Gzorar Epwaarp, Fish; , Bristol, Coal Merchant 
uly 20 Bristol 


Pet July 18 Ord July 20 
Hicks, Ropert, Gt Grimsby, Tailor GtGrimsby Pet July 
18 Ord July 18 
Hicerns, James Ouiver, Gravesend, Bricklayer Rochester 
Pet July 18 Ord July 18 
Ho: ranp, Epwin Water, Birmingham, Hardware Mer- 
chant Birmingham Pet July 16 Ord July 16 
Hvuenes, Tuomas, aberystwyth, Cardigan, Painter 
Al Pet July 20 Ord July 20 


Hompsrey, Tomas, Great Bromley, Essex, Farmer Col- 
chester Pet July 18 Ord July 18 

Husuery, THomas Wit.iam, Stratford on Avon, Licensed 
Victualler Warwick Pet July 16 Ord July 16 

James, Rosert, Ventnor, I of W, General Dealer Ryde 
Pet July 18 July 18 

Jones, CuarLes, Bolton, Furniture Dealer Bolton Pet 
July 20 Ord July 20 

Jonzs, Joun, Neath, Glam, Insurance Agent Aberayon 

Pet July 18 Ord July 18 


Bristol Pet July 
rd, Islington, Commercial 


Birmingham 
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Joyce, F Hearn, Freshwater, lof W, Notary Public New- 
port Pet June 30 Ord Ju'y 18 

Kewr, Joun Cuarves, Lower Clap oo 1d, Pianoforte Dealer 
High Court Pet July 18 Ord July 18 

Kersuaw. Witiiam James, Barnsley, Grocer Barnsley 
Pet Julv 18 Ord July 18 

Lamp, Cuartes, Mark In, Chemical Merchant High Court 
Pet July is Ord Ju'y 18 

Levi, Samvuec Joseru, Chiswell st High Court Pet June 
21 Ord July 20 

Mareiay, Wituiam Artuur, Olton, Warwick, Commercial 
Tiaveller Birmingham Pet July 16 Ord July 16 

May, Kicnarp, Sneinton, Nottingham, Grocer Nottingham 
Pet July19 Ord July 19 

Morprcai, Epwarp, Gilfach Goch, Glam, Collier Cardiff 
Pet July 19 Ord July 19 

Nicsao.sen, Epwarp, Staines, Civil Engineer Kingston, 
Surrey Pet July 19 Ord July 19 

O.pine, Wii1i1AM Hewry, Fletton, Hunts, Plumber Peter- 
borough Pet July 18 Ord July 18 

Parker, Henry, Arnold, Notts, Laundry Manager Not- 
tingbam Pet July 19 Ord July 19 

Parry, Owen, Penmaenrhos, Colwyn, Carnarvon, Grocer 
Bangor Pet July 19 Ord July 19 

Powrt., Haro.p, Derby, Electrical Engineer Derby Pet 
July 19 Ord July 19 

Ratneune, Grorcr, and Sampson Rarasone, Tunstall, 
Staffs Hanley Pet July 18 Ord July 18 

Savery, Cuar.es Evetyy, Pimlico, Architect High Court 
Pet June 21 Ord July 18 

Smirn, Timutuy, Coleford, Glos, Grocer Newport, Mon 
Pet July 4 Ord July 18 

Territt, Kenyey, & Ricsy, Liverpool, Oil Refiners Liver- 
pool Pet June15 Ord July 18 

Watts, Wittiam Henry, Leeds Leeds Pet July 16 Ord 
July 16 

Wakp, Percy, Canonbury, Greengrocer High Court Pet 
July 18 urd July 18 

FIRST MEETINGS. 

ABRganams, Josuvua, Beresford st, Camberwell, Boot Dealer 
Aug5ati12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Appy, Wiiu1am Henry, shepley, nr Huddersfield, Butcher 
Aug 4at3 Off Rec, Prudential bidgs, New st, Hudders- 


ArsoLp, Freperick, Chiswick, Company Promoter July 
30 at 11.30 Off Rec, 14, Bedford row 

BaraaM, Herpert, Hitchin, Engineer Aug4atil Court 
House, Luton 

Bepwet,. Erxest, Bedford, Photographer July 30 at 12 
Otf Rec, Bridge st, Northampton 

Bisnor, Epirn, Newcastle on Tyne, Pickle Merchant Aug 
Qatll Off Rec, 30, Mosley st, Newcastle on ‘I yne 

Bowers, Wi.t1am, Chatsworth rd, Clapton, Greengrocer 
Aug 5 at 11 Bankrupt tey bldgs, Carey st 

Braicat, Wituram Learsam, Pali Mail Aug 4 at 12 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Cuswortn, Joun, Gomersal, nr Leeds, Hosier Ang 2 at 11 
Off Rec, Bank chmbrs, Corporation st, Dewsbury 

Dixon, Freperick, Dulwich, Public House Manager Aug 
4at1 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Epwakrps, THomas, Penywern, Dowlais, Repairer in Colliery 

Aug Batiz 1: 35, High st, Merthyr Tydfil 

Fear, Feanx, Newerne, Lydney, Glos, Butcher Aug 4 at 
12.30 Off Rec, Westgat e chmbrs, Newp« ort, Mon 

Hamittox, ANDREW, Newcastle on Tyne, Draper’s Manager 
July 30 at 11 Off Rec, 30, Mosley st, Newcastle on 
Tyne 

Hasrisox, Artuur, Reading, Jobmaster Aug 4 at 12.30 
Queen’s Hotel, Reading 

Hawkins, Ezexixt, Taomas Hawkrss, and Atrreep Haw- 
KINS, Heywood, Lanes, Coal Merchants July 29 at 3 
19, Exchange st, Bolton 

Hicoiss, James Oriver, Gravesend, Bricklayer Aug 8 at 
11.30 115, High st, Rochester : 

Hvumenagy, THomas, Gt Bromley, Essex Farmer July 30 
at 11.30 Off R-c, 36, Princes st, [pswich 

Hux ey, THomas Wituram, Stratford on Avon, Licensed 
Victualler Aug 4 at li Off Ree, 8, High s, Coventry 

Jacques, Grorcz, irmingham, Refreshment house Keeper 
aug 5atl1 174,Corporation st, Birmingham 

James, Ropert, Ventnor, lof W, General Deal-r Aug 4 at 
1z Off Ree, 19, Quay st, Newp: wt, lof W - 

James, Sipwey Hower, Liandissisio, nr Clynd-rwen, Pem- 
— July 30 at 12.15 Off Rec, 4, Queen st, Uarmar- 
then 

Joyce, F Hearn, Freshwater, lof W, Notary Public Aug 
2 at 2.30 Clayton House, Queen’s rd, Freshwater, 
lot W 

Meekine. Groxoz Hexey, Oxford July 30 at 12 1, 8t 
Aldate’s, Oxford 

Price, Jonx, Tonypandy, Glam, Contractor Aug4at 12 
135 High st, Merthyr Tydfil 

Rees, Tuomas, Pembroke oy: Pembroke, Coal Merchant 
July 30 at 1130 Off Re s, 4, Queen st, ‘Carmarthen 

Savery, Cuarizs Every, Chichester rd, Kilburn, 
Architect Aug 3 at 12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Saeags, Joszrn ee Talywain, Mon, Surveyor Aug 4 
atl Off Rec, Westgate chmbrs, New ort, Mon 

THIkt_weE., Cuartes Lav ERICK, ee np Tyne, Cycle 
Agent July 3 at 11.30 Off Rec, 30, Mosley st, New- 
castle on Tyne 

Wa ts, Witttam Henry, Leeds Aug4atil Off Rec, 22 
Park row, Leeds 

Wakp, Percy, 8t Paul’s rd, Canonbury, Fruiterer Aug 3 
at ll Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Wueerer, Grorcz, Mamhilad, Mon, Farmer Aug 4 at 
1245 Off Rec, Westgate ehrabrs, Newport, Mon 

Woopcock, Hewry, Kingston upon Hull, Masician July 
SO at li Off Rec, Trinity House In, Hull 

Wooorry, Witttam Hawe , Plymouth, Nurseryman Aug 
Zatil Off Rec, 6, Athens: vam ter, Plymouth 

Waicuat, Georcz, Mordon Durham, Labourer Aug 3 at 3 
Off hee, 8, Albert rd, Middlesbrough 

ADJUDICATIONS. 

Bacoatey, Faro Eawest, Manchester, Boot Factor Man- 
chester Pet July 19 Ord July 19 

Erssixo, Farp, Mark, Somerset, Butcher Wells Pet 
Jane % Ord Jaly 18 








Brapeury, Joun Wriiiram, Old Basford, Nottingham, 


Clerk Nottingham Pet July 18 Ord July 18 

Brooks, Gzorer, Wotton St Mary Without, Glos, Carver 
Gloucester Pet July 16 Ord July 16 

Bucuanay, Epwarp Apo.tpnus, Brighton, Commission 
Agent Brighton Pet July 18 Ord July 20 

Buarosp, Waiter Wituiam, CHARLES JoHN Burrorp, 
Ricnarp ALFRED Burrorp, Ernest Exoca Burrorp, 
and Josnua Freperick Burrurp, Bermondsey, sult 
Dealers High Court Pet June8 Ord July 20 

Davirs, Brensamin Bateman, Maesteg, Glam, Tailor 
Cardiff Pet July 20 Ord July 20 

Davies, Ricnarp, Brymbo, Denbigh, Farmer Wrex- 
ham Pet July 20 Ord July 20 

Dixoy, Freperick, Dulwich, Public House Manager High 
Court Pet July 16 Ord July 16 

Evey, Witiiam, Compton rd, Islington, Commercial 
Travelle: Cheltenham Pet Tuly 18 Ord July 18 

Fietcuer, Grratp, Birmingham, Baker Birmingham 
Pet July 19 Ord July 19 

Gotpine, Saran, Wigan, Tripe Dealer Wigan Pet July 
11 OrdJuly 11 

Gray. Cuarues, Iver, Bucks, Market Gardener Windsor 
Pet July 14 Ord July 18 

Green, CHARLOTTE, hy aa General Dealer Wigan Pet 
July 12 Ord July 

Green, WILLIAM, Dudley, Werecester, Tailor Dudley Pet 
July 19 Ord July 19 

GRIFFIN, JOHN, Birmingham, Coach Builder Birmingham 
Pet June 22 Ord July 19 

Hamitton, ANDREW, Newcastle upon Tyne, Draper's 
Manager Newcastle upon Tyne Pet July 19 Ord 
July 20 

ed Lazarus, Cheetham, Manchester, Jeweller Man- 
chester Pet July 19 Ord July 19 

Harwoop, Tuomas, Rishton, Lancs, Butcher Blackburn 
Pet July 19 Ord July19 

Hicks, Rosert, Gt Grimsby, Tailor Gt Grimsby Pet 
July 18 Ord Jul y 18 

Hiaetys, James OLIVER, Sepemnd, Bricklayer Rochester 
Pet July18 Ord Jal 

Hveues, THomas. a Cardigan, Painter 
Abe’ rystwyth Pet Sats: 20 Ord July 20 

Humpnrey, THomas, Gt Bromley, Essex, Farmer Colches- 
ter Pet July 18 Ord July 18 

Hvatey, Ervest Epwarp, Birmingham, Baker Birming- 
ham Pet July 12 Ord July 19 

Hvuxtey, Taomas Wituiam, Stratford on Avon, Licensed 
Victualler Warwick Pet July 16 Ord July 16 

James, Ropert, Ventnor, I of W, General Dealer New- 
portand Ryde Pet July18 Ord July 18 


| James. Sipnry Howe t, Llandissilio, nr Clynde: 


broke, Saddler Pembroke Dock Pet July § 
July 13 a 
Jones, CHARLES, ey Furniture Dealer Boltg 
July 2) Ord July 20 
Joxes, Joun, Neath, Glam, Insurance Agent 
Pet July 18 Ord J uly 18 
Joycor, F Hearn, Freshwater, I of W, Notary 
Newport and Ryde Pet June 30 Ord July 20. 
Kemp, Joun Caarues, Lower Clapton rd, Pianoforte fj 
High Court Pet July18 Ord July 18 
Kersuaw, Witu1am James, Barnsley, York, 
Karosley Pet Julyi8 Ord July 18 
Lams, CHARLES, Mark In, Chemical Merchant High@ 
Pet July 18 Ord July 18 : 
Levy, Jacos, Newcastle upon Tyne. Picture Frame 1 
facturer Newcastle on Tyne Pet July 11 Ord Julpay 
May, Lge ar Sneinton, on, Grocer Nottinghas | 
uly19 Ord July 19 ie 
py WARD, Gilfach Goch, Glam, Collier Gaal 
Pet July 19 Ord July 19 : 
Otpvine, WiLi14M Henry, Fletton, Hunts, Plumber 
borough Pet July 18 Ord Ju y 18 
Parker, Henry, Arnold, Notts, Laundry 
Nottingham Pet July 19 Ord July 19 ; 
Parry. Owen, Colwyn, Carnarvon, Grocer Bangor ] 
July 19 Ord July 19 
PowE Lt, Haro.p, ag Electrical Engineer Derby ¥ 
July 19 Ord Tul yl 
RanDALL, THOMAS Jecm, Wylde Green, Warwick, G 
Wood Turner W: Pet June 25 Ord July 14 
Ratusonk, Georce, and Sampson RatuBone, Tun 
Staffs Hanley Pet July 18 Ord July 18 
Smita, Timorny, Coleford, Glos, Grocer Newport, Mig 
et July 4 Ord July 19 & 
Stintweii, Henry James, - aa Builder High@ 
Pet June1 Ord Jay 18 
Tacsot, ALBert Jonny, Brixton High Court Pet No 
June 9 
Watts, = 1am Henry, Leeds Leeds Pet July 16 


uly 

Warp, | Eastbourne, ie, Builder 
ton on Tees Pet July 17 Ord July 1 

Warp, Percy, St Paul’s rd, Canonbury, _ ae 
Court Pet Julv 18 Ord July 18 

Witcox, WALTER JAMES, nt ge ee Tobacconist 
Court Pet June 25 Ord July 16 
Amended notice substituted for that pultchess in the 

London Gazette of July 

Green, Hupert, ang = Lancs, Licensed Victualler B 

Pet Julyi Ord July 1 








MERRYWEATHER. LONDON = 
MERRYWEATHERS’ “VALIANT” STEAM 
PUMP AT WORK. 


Write for Illustrated 





MERRYWEATHER & SONS, 63, LONG ACRE, W.C., LONDON, 


FIRE ENGINE MAKERS TO H.M. THE KING 


MERRYWEATHER 


On FIRE PROTECTION and WATER SUPPLY} 
To COUNTRY MANSIONS, ESTATES, &c. |} 


The ‘‘ VALIANT ’’ is adapted for every kind 
Pumping Work, including— 

Fire Protection, 

Water Supply to Houses and Farms, 

Watering Cattle, 

Pumping Out Ponds, 

Irrigating Land, 

Watering Lawns and Gardens, 

Washing Hops, Fruit Trees, &c., & 


THE LICHTEST AND MOST POWERFUL PUMP ON 
THE MARKET. 


Weight 6} cwt. Simple in Construction. 


AS SUPPLIED TO— 
Earl Fitzhardinge. E. W. Harcourt, Esq. 
Lord Gifford. | Earl Scarborough. 
Lord Pirbright. Baron F. de Rothselild, 
~ Edward Malet (Monaco). | Hon. D. Waring. 

Sidney Harrison, Esq., J.P. | Sir as — 
Wilberforce Bryant, Esq. Miss A. thschild. 
A. MacKenzie, Esq., &c., — 


Pamphlet No. 8290. 














ACCIDENTS of am kinas, 


EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY, ACCIDENT & DISEASE (Small Pox, Scarlet Fever 
Typhoid, Diphtheria, Appendicitis, &c.), BURGLARY & FIDELITY INSURANGE 


RAILWAY PASSENGERS’ ASSURANCE CO, 


Established 1849. 
64 CORNHILL, LONDON 


Claims paid £4,600,000. 
A. VIAN, Asoretary. 














